



free, 
ust. 


sae 


ab 


#356 | 


Era | 








The Solicitors’ Journal. 








LONDON, JANUARY 8, 1881. 













CONTENTS. 
CURRENT TOPICS cescccceseccvcecccseessesseess ereccee concee e. 177 
THR THIRD PARTY ..cccccccsssccccccccccsccstestesescseusse-es 179 
ATTACHMENT OF DEBTS.ccsconcsccssncsssnncstentecsecescceeses 179 
THE BANKRUPTCY STATISTICS cecsccccccercesecccecssesgesseeses 180 
REVIEWS -ccccccccccccvcccs sesccesesecess senceesces se: sesesees 181 
CORESPONDENCE ccccsececerss e-o» 182 
BOCTETIES cccccccccccccccccscs conse cocccccessossecsenssseeces 182 
Law StupENTs’ JOURNAL....++- Orecepesecceesccccccocces ssccce 182 
OBITUARY © cccocc ss vccccccccncccestecessecacees weessesssscsses 182 


LEGAL APPOINTMENTS ccccvesecconcccesccvensecsssesevcsss sees pony 
LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK -..sc+-scccc-ssssessccacceccee soe 184 
COURT PAPERS .--ccccccensescccocccccssesecssecesseseeessesecs 184 
CREDITORS’ CLAIMS «eee. PTT TTTTT TTT TTT) ee eoceererecevecece 189 
Lowpow Gazerrzs, &., &C...... Bee ccesesesee i cccdecsodecesesee 190 





CASES REPORTED In THE WEEKLY RATERIES 


Budd v. Davison (Ch.Div. V.C.M.) .0+0--ssssssecee-seseeceenes 
Chamberlain v. Napier (Ch.Div. V.C.H.) .-..+.-ssesessecesseee 194 
Evans, n re Orbell (Bkcy.) bebdgede vebsockcoccchses 200 
Laird v. B 8 (ch.Div. Fry, J.) -- ise obee seuss = 
erm £ en v. Murray (Ch. Div. ‘v. C. M) oecccscccsesevece 
Mi The anes ot = County of 1s aks (App.) -secce in 
Post v. Marsh (Ch. Di egy eed ebe ere ece bocsececcee wooes 
— 2 Costa Rica v. trousberg (App.) «occ cons sevesees 


House Proper Aprestteans honey (Limited) 
8Ch. Div. V.C.H.) . 192 
mvyaart Maatschappy ‘Nederland v. The Peninsular “and 





Oriental Steam Na’ nm Company @. fe ) seeesecscosscese 173 
Sullivan v. Mitaife and others ok se Ceccee- coe ccescece IL 
Verminck v, Edwards (Ch.Div. M.R )....-+-++--+eesseee esos 189 
Withernsea Brick Works (Limited), Pas, In re (App.) .- soos 178 
Wye Valley Railway Company v. Hawes (App,) .-se+eee-ssee < 177 








CURRENT TOPICS. 


A want much felt by officials and solicitors who 
frequent the Royal Courts of Justice was supplied on 
Monday last by the opening of a refreshment department 
in the building. 





We vnverstann it is in contemplation to place under 
the charge of the Chancery Paymaster, in addition to the 
seventy-seven millions which he now holds for chancery 
suitors, the whole of the suitors’ money paid into court 
in the common law divisions of the High Court. 





As soon AS THE cnANGES in the organization of the 
High Court now in contemplation have been completed, 
the next step will be to furnish to the profession a con- 
solidation of all the existing rules affecting the practice 
of that court and the Court of Appeal. It need hardly 
be said that, even as regards the Judicature Rules, such a 
consolidation is needed; but when the large body of rules 
made before the Judicature Act and still in force, and the 
many sources from which they have to be gathered, are 
considered, it will be seen that a general consolidation 
is urgently required. But it should be borne in mind 
that no consolidation which will answer the purpose can 
be effected except by authority, for in the course of it 
numerous changes must be made in the rules, not only 
verbal, but substautial. 





Tux caver urate of the Chancery Division, which we 
print in another column, show about the average number 





of causes before the five judges of that division. The 
Master of the Rolls has 62 eauses with witnesses, and 82 
causes without witnesses. Vice-Chancellor Mazms has 
a total of 117 causes ; Vice-Chancellor Bacon has 53; 
Vice-Chancellor Hatt has 62 with witnesses and 46 
without, and Mr. Justice Fry has 50 causes; making a 
total of 472 causes, as against precisely the same number 


The appeal list contains 95 chancery 
from the thres common law divisions, 11 from the Pro- 
bate and Admiralty Division, and about 15 from the 
Court of Bankruptey. This appeal list is 

smaller than that of the same time last year, when there 
were 236 appeals in the books. 





aa 
® 


THE couRsSE TAKEN by the presiding judges at 
trial at Dublin of the members of the Land League, 
receiving evidence of everything which passed at t 
various meetings referred to by the prosecution, will 
indefinitely protract the inquiry, but it is difficnlE to see 
how any other conclusion could have been arrived at. 
The prosecution is not for the delivery of the 
referred to, but these speeches are adduced as ovens 
of the existence of an illegal combination. The j 
ment of the Court of Queen’s Bench in Rex vy. Hunt 3 
B. & Ad. 566) is an authorityfor the doctrine that in such 
a case all circumstances which can throw any light upon 
the general character and intention of the 
referred to may be given in evidence by the prosecution. 
It is obvious that the same principle must be equally 
applicable in favour of the defendants, and that they are 
entitled to comment upon everything that transpired at 
a meeting in order to show that the assembly was not an 
unlawful one, or in furtherance of any illegal con- 
spiracy. 


ae 


We svprosz the statements in the Times 
contents of the new Government Bankruptcy 
be taken to be inspired, and it appears from 
in addition to containing (as we were enabled 
weeks ago to state that it would contain) 
recommendations of the Select Committee of 
the Bill has been altered so as to give a 
control to officers of the Board of Trade. 
is stated, will propose that all initial proceedings 
the adjudication of bankruptcy and the first 
creditors should be conducted by 
pointed for the purpose by the 
officers will take interim charge 
quire into the conduct of the debtor, 
and will make a preliminary report 
first meeting of creditors. It will fu 
the audit of the trustee's accounts 
no longer by the committee of inspection, as at 
but by the Board of Trade, whose staff will be 
for the purpose by the creation of a strong audit 
ment, under the immediate superintendence of 
Comptroller in Bankraptey. If we understand 
proposals aright, the occurrence of a commercial 
trophe will be placed on the same footing as 
rence of a railway catastrophe. There 
Government inspector sent down, 
an inquiry and make a report. 
be an improvement on the present 
system; but what about the ovat 
and active Government officials ? 
pay a Board of Trade inspector for telling 
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fortunately, John Jones, the debtor, has no assets, or (as 
happened in over. 1,000 cases in 1879) that he has only 
assets sufficient to pay a composition of less than one 
shilling in the pound ? Tlie official audit of the trustees’ 
accounts will doubtless be an advantage, but, here agaiu, 
we shall look with interest to see who is to pay for the 
strong audit department.” 





Tz seems PRoBABLE that in course of time we shall hear 
all that took place at. the recent Council of Judges. A 
lay or. two after that assembly had been held, Mr, 

Warxux Wutiams published his “ memorandum,” 
Justice Stepugn, in the Nineteenth. Cen- 
! was the advice he gave to the council. 
i them ‘‘ to abstain from the expression of any 

a at all upon the subject [of the consolidation of 
common lew divisions and the abolition of the offices 
Justice of the Common Pleas and Chief Baron] 
leave to the Executive Government the responsi- 

« « » of making by statute such alterations 
e present state of things as they consider necessary,” 
His grounds for this advice were, among others, that the 
effect of the 32nd section of the Judicature Act, 1873, is 
to enable the council to make the recommendations they 
have made, but it does not enable them to make any 

or tecommendation on cognate subjects. “ The 
result,” he says, “is that they were compelled either to 
be silent or to recommend two isolated changes, the 
of which can hardly be estimated unless a full 
statement is given of the scheme of which they are to 
forma part.” Now, although section 32 does not con- 
template any report by the Council of Judges, section 75 
apparently makes it obligatory on such council to 
report annually ‘‘ what (if any) amendments or alterations 
it would in their judgment be expedient to make in the 
Act, or otherwise relating to the administration of 
ustice, and what other provisions (if any) which cannot 
be carried into effect without the authority of Parliament, 
expedient to make for the better administra- 
justice.” Hence, even if the council summoned 
Lord Caancellor were held to be exclusively 
devoted to the consideration of the two points referred 
to by Mr. Justice Srzruzn, it would seem to have been 
quite open to him or any other judge to propose either 
that the council be adjourned for the consideration of 
the matters mentioned in eection 75, or at all events -to 
move @ resolution in favour of the desirability of com- 
plying with the requirement of thatsectionof areport from 
an annual council of the judges. Such a report would 
lave been a more effective, as well as more appropriate, 
means of ing, and influencing, any scheme 
which may be on foot for the re-organization of the 


High Court, than a magazine article, 
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. Ws nore hereafter to deal in detail with the sub- 
stance of Mr. Justice Srzruzn’s argument, but we may 
say here that he lays down the propositions that 
the one-judge system cannot be fully carried ont without 
abolishing trial by jury in civil cases; that any attempt 
to eatry it out fully, without the abolition of trial by 
jury in such cases, will greatly lower the efficiency and 
puiene judges of the common law divi- 
the attempts hitherto made to introduce 
single-judge system have caused great intricacy, 
delay; and expense in the administration of justice ; and 
suggests which he thinks will attain the 
without being open to these objec. 
and without involving expense to the public. He 
one court only, the High Court, divided 


z 
Mt 


into the Chancery, Queen's Bench, and Probate Divi- 
All the judges should be called by the same 
the sate pay, and take precedence ne- 
Out of these jadges there should 
late benches,’ consisting of three 
two judges, according to the nature of the appellate 





business ; the judges who should sit on the appellate 
benches a | decided by the judges of each division. 
The bench taking equity appeals should have one com- 
mon law member, and ¢ach bench taking Queen’s Bench 
appeals should have an equity member. We shall have 
something to say on this scheme hereafter, but we would 
ask the learned author how, with the majority of his 
chancery appeal bench drawn from the Chancery Divi- 
sion judges, and the.majority of his common law appeal 
bench drawn from the Queen’s Bench Division judges, 
he proposes to secure that uniformity of decision which 
it is one of the main objects of a court of appeal to ob- 
tain? Let us suppose that Vice-Chancellor Matis and 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon sat with a judge of the Queen’s 
Bench Division as the Chancery Appeal Bench, does he 
think that the decisions of this tribunal would be 
entirely harmonious with those of the Queen’s Bench Ap- 
peal Bench ? 





In raz case of Elphick v. Barnes (29 W. R. 139), 
vigorous attempt was unsuccessfully made to upset or 
refine away the doctrine settled in Head v. Tattersall 
(20. W. R. 115, L. R. 7 Ex. 7). In that case 
as most of our readers who have to do with horse 
law know, an action was brought to recover back the 
price of a horse which had been sold at Tatt ersall’s, with 
a warranty and a condition thet the plaintiff was to be 
at liberty to return the horse, if it did not answer the 
description, up to the following Wednesday. The 
horse was injured on its way home, and depre- 
ciated in value, but without any fault of the 
plaintiff’s servant, who was taking it home. The horse, 
being found not to co nd with the warranty, was 
returned within the time, and it was held that the 
plaintiff had a right to return the horse and re- 
cover back the price, notwithstanding that he was 
unable to return it in the same condition, In’ Hlphick 
vy. Barnes, a horse had been sold by the plaintiff 
to the defendant upon condition that it should be tried 
by him for eight days, and returned at the end of that 
time if the defendant did not think it suitable for his 
purposes. The horse died in the defendant's stable 
within the eight days, but without fault of either party. 
It was contended that Head v. Tattersall did not apply, 
because in that case the right to return the horse was:on 
a specific ground—viz., that it did not correspond to 
warranty, whereas here the right to return was general, 
in case the defendant did not think it would suit his 
purposes. But if there is any difference between the two 
cases, it appears to us that the factsin Hlphick v. Barnes 
were stronger against the seller than in Head vy. Tuatter- 
sall. If the doctrine laid down in the latter case is sound, 
it is clear that where a horse, which is sold subject to a 
right to return, is injured, the loss falls upon the person 
in whom the property is vested, end that the propsel: is 
not vested absolutely in the purchaser until after the 
expiration of the period within which the right to return 
may be exercised. How can it make any difference in 
the application of the doctrine whether the right to 
return is limited to certain specified grounds, or is 
onan ? The court in Hiphick y. Barnes, held that. it 

not. 





At the close of the day’s business in the City of London 
Court on the 4th inst., Mr. Commissioner Kerr, being arked 
by « suitor if he intended to adjourn any of the cases, a8 the 
list was a very heavy one, said :~*‘' I am proud to say that 
up to the end of last year, during the one-and-twenty years 
I have presided over this court, not a gay bas passed that the 
list hae not been finished ; bat the business has so increased. 
that it is all but impossible to dos, In consequence of 
very absurd engagemonts at the Central Oriminal Oourt, I 
cannot give my whole time to the business of this court, and 
should adjournments be necessary, I shall foel exceodingly 
sorry, 1 will, however, take stops to got an assistant-judge 
appointed.” 
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THE THIRD. PARTY. 


Ar the end of the year it may be worth while to bring 
together the recent decisions on the subject of the third 
party, who is rapidly becoming the subject of a special code 
of practice. The practice as to the joinder of third parties 
was upon two occasions during the year the subject of dis- 
cussion. In Witham v. Vance (28 W. R. 276) the 
plaintiffs claimed under a person who had sold property 
to a former Duke of Cleveland, the latter covenanting 
to pay to the vendor, his heirs, exccutors, administra- 
tors, or assigns, the sum of sixpence for every chaldron 
of coal got out of the land and shipped for sale. The 
Duke’s personal property passed to the defendants, and 
the land in question was sold, during his lifetime, to the 
Hutton Henry Coal Company, who had commenced to 
work the coal therein, but it was alleged that they had 
been indemnified from the covenant contained in the 
conveyance to the Duke, The action was brought for 
an account of the coal gotten and shipped, and (if 
necessary) for an administration of the real and personal 
estate of the Duke, The defendants obtained leave in 
chambers to serve a notice in the action under ord. 16, 
¥. 18, as well as a copy of the statement of claim and of 
the order, upon the Hutton Henry Coal Company, and 
they now applied that the company might have liberty 
to defend, and for directions as to the mode and extent 
in or to which the company should be bound by the 
decision of the case. The company sought leave to 
bring in the vendors (who had covenanted to indemnify 

them from the covenants contained in the conveyence to 

the Duke of Cleveland) as additional parties, and Mr. 

Justice Fry gave them leave to put in a defence to the 

statement of claim, limited to any new point not raised 

by the defendants, and also to serve other persons, under 

ord. 16, r. 18, without prejudice to any question 
between the defendants and the parties so served. The 
Carteburn (28° W. R. 878, L. R. 5 P. D. 59) was an 
action of m brought by the owners of the ship 8. 
against the owners of the ship O., which was being towed 
when the injury to the plaintiff's vessel was occasioned. 
The defendants obtained leave, under ord. 16, r. 18, to 
bring in the owner of the tug as a third party, and the 
court afterwards gave ‘the latter liberty to appear and 
defend, being bound, as between him and the defendants, 
by any decision of the court as to the cause of the 
collision. The defendants neither put in a statement of 
claim, nor appeared at the trial, but the third party did 
both. Sir R. Phillimore condemned the defendants in 
damages and costs, holding that their ship was alene to 
blame for the collision, and that they were not entitled 
to an indemnity from the owner of the tug, and he 
afterwards refused an application by the defendants to 
strike out the latter part of the judgment. The Court of 
Appeal, however, held that so much of the judgment as 
decided that the defendants were not entitled to indemnity 
as against the third party was erroneous, since no such 
issue had been directed to be joined, and there was no 
litis contestatio between the defendants and the third 


Thren cases during the year dealt with the question 
of the costs of third parties. In Witham v. Vane (2) 
(28 W. R. 812), Mr. Justice Fry ordered the payment by 
the plaintiffs of the costs, not only of the third party, 
but also of fourth parties. In Yorkshire Wagon Com- 
fone v. Newport and Abercarne Coal Company (28 

. RK. 606, L. R. 5 Q, B.D, 268), the master had, on 
the defendants’ application, given third parties liberty 
to defend, all costs to be left in the discretion of the 
judge at the trial, On the application of the third 
parties, a similar order was made as to fourth parties, 
upon whore application another similar order was made 
as to fifth parties, ‘At the trial, the fourth and fifth 
parties appeared, but the third parties did not, anda 


verdict was found for the defendants, Mr, Justice Lueh, 
before whom the case was tried, ordered the third parties 
to pay the costs of the fourth and fifth parties, and 





he subsequently ordered the defendants to pay the costs 
of the third parties, including the costs which he had 
previously ordered the latter to pay. Theseo 

set aside by the Queen's Bench Division on the 
that the master’s original order was 
Another question was raised in the 
not determined by the court, namely, 
16 gives any power to bring in -fourth 
parties. In Dawson vy. S 
a third party had been served by the 
a notice under ord. 16, r. 18, and had 
to attend the trial, and it was 
should be bound by the. resulé of 
‘‘ costs reserved.” The plaintiff and 

the action without giving notice to the third 
afterwards applied for an order directing 
of his costs by the defendant. This 
by the Exchequer eo (affirming x 
Manisty, J., at chambers) on the authority of 
Wagon Company v. Newport poe fn 
Company, but the Court of Appeal -held 
there was power to order payment of the third ( 
costs, and Bramwell and Brett, L.JJ., both’ 
even if the master had no power to make af 
order as to costs, the discretion given by order 55 ‘ems 
powered the court to order the defendant to pay costs 
to the third party. It a that when 
summons was heard in chambers, Manisty, J.,, who 
been a party to the decision in Yorkshire Wagon Com- 
pany v. Newport and Abercarne Coal 
observed that the decision of the Queens Bench Division 
in that case had proceeded upon the particular facts 
which were then before the court. 
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ATTACHMENT OF DEBTS... 
In Horsley v. Com (17 W. R, 596, L. R. 4 Ch. 97), 
Hatherley pointed out that while the Coens Tay Bost 
cedure Act of 1852 contained a clause refetriig “to 
proceedings in equity, the whole of ‘the Act of 
“which gave to a judgment creditor a of ‘att 
ment in respect of money due from any he 
ever to his debtor,” applied to common Jaw 2 
alone. The consequence was that while, before 
Judicature Act, the common law reports abow 
decisions on attachment of debts, there were hard 
reported cases upon the subject in the rn 
In Horsley v. Cox the present Master of the 
at the bar, contended that a bill would lie to 
a judgment creditor to obtain a cliarge 


analogous to 
garnishee order upon an equitable debt, bat his argu: 


ment failed to convince either the late Master of the 
Rolls or Lord Hatherley, Now that the powers in res- 
pect of attachment of debts, which were formetiy 
practically confined to the common law courts, aré also 
exercised by the Chancery Division, numerous cases have 
occurred, and it may be desirable to glance at some of te 
points which have been recently settled relating to this 


89 as to create any charge until it is served on 
nishee. This point was decided in Re The 
Silkstone Collieries Company (2T W. R. 561, L, R. 22 
D. 160). In that case @ petition had been 
winding wp the company on a certain day, atid 
nishee order nist, which had been obtaitied two 
before, was not served until the be tag ys The 
decided (reversing the decision of Fry, J.) that a 
ment creditor was not a seoured creditor at 
the commencement of the winding up. The 
the Rolls said that an attachment or garnishee 
a mode of enforcing by exeoution the 
debt in the original action, and that it 
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his own creditor—that is, the original debtor—and the 
judgment creditor would be remediless so far as the 
order was concerned, and would have to issue execution 
upon the original unsatisfied judgment. The order nisi 
was, in fact, “‘an imperfect execution.” James, L.J., 
said it was impossible to distinguish the present case of 
an execution against debts from an execution against 
chattels. There was no distinction in principle between 
the two, but in the case of a garnishee the creditor is 
made his own sheriff, and allowed to make his own exe- 
cution. The ground on which Bramwell, L.J., based his 
judgment was, that the order absolute did not purport 
to attach the debts, but orders ‘‘ that they be attached,” 
and this implied that something further should be done, 
and it was like the case of an order for attachment of 
@ person for contempt. He was not attached upon the 
writ issuing, but was attached under it. This case was fol- 
lowed by Hamer v. Giles (27 W. R. 834, L. R. 11 Ch. D. 
942), where a question arose between a solicitor who had 
obtained a charging order under the Act of 1860, and a 
judgment creditor who had obtained a garnishee order, 
but had not served it until the day after the solicitor’s 
order had been obtained. It had been previously decided 
in Ex parte Joselyne, Re Watt (26 W. R. 845, L. R. 8 
Ch. D. 327), that the effect of the service of the garnishee 
order nisi is to transfer the property in the debt to the 
judgment creditor, and that he is to be treated as a 
secured creditor within the Bankruptcy Act. 

Ina case of Richter v. Laxton (27 W. R. 214), it was 
decided that the fact of the existence of a foreign attach- 
mentin the Lord Mayor’s Court does not prevent the 
operation of a garnishee order. This case illustrates 
very clearly the distinction between the two processes. 
Attachment in the Mayor's Court, as Lush, J., said, is 
simply a process to compel appearance, and when once 
the defendant has appeared the attachment is gone. A 
garnishee order, on the other hand, is a process of exe- 
cution, and its effect is to transfer all the rights of the 
judgment debtor against the person who owes him money 
to the judgment creditor, with the additional remedy of 
summary execution, This case was approved in Levy 
v. Lovell (28 W. BR. 602, L. R. 14 Ch. D. 234), 
where the Court of Appeal decided (overruling the 
decision of Vice-Chancellor Bacon, and disapproving of 
that of Vice-Chancellor Hall in ln re London Cotton Mills 
Company, 25 W. R. 109), that service of a foreign at- 
tachment in an action in the Mayor’s Court has not the 
effect, which we have just seen is produced by a 
garnishee order, of making the judgment creditor a 
oer creditor within the meaning of the Bankruptcy 


The question as to the circumstances under which 
money can be attached by judgment creditors has been 
considered in a large number of cases since the Judica- 
ture Act. In Richardson v. Elmit (L. R. 2 C0. P. D. 9) 
it was decided that a mere notice to treat for vcompensa- 
tion in respect of premises, served by the Metropolitan 
Board of Works, did not constitute a debt owing or 
accruing. Grove, J., said that in this case there was 
nothing more than a mere surmise that, in an event 
which might or might not happen, a debt might become 
“due to the judgment debtor. In Hall v. Pritchett, Cor- 
poration of Huddersfield, Garnishees (26 W. R. 95, L. R. 
3 Q. B. D. 215), it was decided (following Jones v. 
Thompson, E. B. & E. 63) that accruing salary of a 
medical officer could not be attached. A sum of money 
which was payable for interest on stock by one railway 
company to another, under a working agreement, was 
held to be attachable in Bouch v. The Sevenoaks Rail- 
way Company (27 W. R. 507, L. R. 4 Ex. D. 133). The 
court considered that the money was not impressed with 
a trust, and that a duty which was imposed upon the 
respondent company to apply the money in question to 
8 particular purpose could not prevail over the creditor’s 
rights. In Dolphin vy. Layton (27 W. R. 786, L. R. 4 
0. P. D, 130) the county court judge had decided that 


money which had been paid into court, and was in the 





hands of the registrar, could be attached, but this decision 
was reversed by the Common Pleas Division, Denman, J., 
saying that the registrar of a county court was in exactly 
the same position asa master of one of the. superior 
courts. In one of the last cases upon the subject. (Ie 
Cowan’s Estate,. Rapier v. Wright, 28 W. R. 827, 
L. R. 14 Ch. D. 638), a receiver had been appointed, and 
ordered to pay an annuitant quarterly, and it was held by 
Vice-Chancellor Hall that the money. could be mado 
available for payment of the judgment creditor of the 
annuitant. 





THE BANKRUPTCY STATISTICS. 


In view of the introduction of a Bankruptcy Bill which 
seems likely to become law, the portion of the judicial 
statistics relating to bankruptcy have a peculiar interest. 

During the ten years in which the Bankruptcy Act, 
1869, has been in operation, the number of cases of 
bankruptcy has enormously increased, as is shown in the 
following table :— 


Liquidations. 
B B 


Bankruptcies. qumngument. composition, 
1870 1,351 2,035 1,616 
1871 1,238 2,872 2,170 
1872 933 3,694 2,208 
1873 915 4,152 2,422 
1874. 930 4,440 2,549 
1875 965 4,233 2,691 
1876 976 4,986 3,287 
1877 967 5,239 3,327 
1878 1,084 6,356 4,010 
1879 1,156 7,167 4,809 








Total 10,515 45,174 29,089 

The debtor's summonses issued in London and in 
the several county courts in 1879 were 3,069; there 
were 241 ‘declarations of inability’’ filed, and 1,752 
petitions for adjudication. Among the 1,156 debtors 
adjudicated bankrupt, 373 were on debtor’s summons, 
187 on declaration of inability, 373 on failure of liqui- 
dation proceedings, and 223 on other acts of bank- 
ruptcy. Of the total number, 853 were traders and 
303 non-traders. In 809 cases trustees were appointed 
with a committee of inspection, and in 267 without a 
committee. There were 136 applications for the dis- 
charge of bankrupts during the year 1879, and 12 were 
discharged where ten shillings in the pound had been or 
might have been paid, and 124 on resolution of credi- 
tors after payment of a dividend of less than ten shil- 
lings. During the year 1879, 4,913 bankruptcies were 
dealt with; of this number, 149 were annulled, 79 of 
them on acceptance of a composition or scheme of 
settlement, 26 by reason of no trustee having been 
appointed, 10 on appeal, and 34 for other reasons. 
Besides the 149 bankruptcies annulled, 303 were closed 
on payment of dividend, and 349 without a dividend, 
and 4,112 were pending at the end of the year. In 
1879, the total stated or estimated amount of bankrupts’ 
liabilities was £4,298,721, and the estimated assets 
£570,713. In 1878, the liabilities were estimated at 
£9,287,156, and the assets at £1,930,731. The summary 
of receipts and payments by trustees shows a balance of 
£434,326 at the commencement of the year, and that 
the receipts and advances by trustces amounted to 
£663,366, making together £1,097,693 ; the repaymenis, 
including dividends, were £536,547, and the balance at 
the end of the year was £561,145. 
: The number of bankrupts’ estates closed in 1879 was 
652. In 303 of these the liaBilities amounted to 
£1,258,311, and the gross receipts to £296,215, and di- 
vidends were paid. In 239 cases the . liabilities 
amounted to £644,748, and the gross receipts to £33,031, 
which last amount was wholly absorbed in costs. In 
103 cases, with liabilities amounting to £232,415, no- 
thing was received and no dividends were paid. 
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On the 303 bankrupt’s estates which paid a dividend, 
and were closed in 1879, only 7 paid twenty shillings in 
‘ the pound, and 2 paid between fifteen and twenty 
shillings, and besides these there were only 12 which 
paid more than ten shillings in the pound. 

Liquidation by Arrangement.—There were during 
the year 1879 14,574 petitions for liquidation filed, 7,167 
resolutions were registered, and there were 2,788 resolu- 
tions for discharge; the gross amount of debits was 
217,989,482, and the gross value of the estates was 
£7,307,999 ; the stamp duty amounted to £40,694. In 
the year 1878 there were 12,723 petitions filed, 6,356 
resolutions were registered, and 2,282 resolutions for dis- 
charge ; the gross amount of the debts was £14,774,342, 
and the gross value of the estates £5,443,372; the stamp 
duty amounted to £34,325. 

Composition with Creditors.—During the year 1879 
there were 4,809 resolutions for composition registered, 
and these related to debts amounting to £7,389,990; and 
the gross value of the estates was £2,314,905 ; the stamp 
duty amounting to £17,073. In 1878 the resolutions 
numbered 4,010, the debts amounted to £5,912,243, the 
assets to £1,638,971, and the stamp duty to £14,662. 
Of the 4,809 compositions 51 were twenty shillings in 
the pound, and 140 others above ten shillings. In 
the previous year there were 4,010 compositions, in 41 of 
which twenty shillings in the pound was offered, and 124 
others were above ten shillings. 

Summary of Bankruptcies, Liquidations, and Com- 
positions. —The total liabilities under bankruptcies, 
liquidations by arrangement, and compositions, amounted 
in 1279 to £29,678,193, and the assets to £10,193,617. 
In 1878 the total liabilities were £29,973,740, and the 
assets £9,023,074. 

Bankruptcy Appeals.—There were 133 appeals from 
decisions in bankruptcy to the Court of Appeal in 1879. 
Of this number 67 decisions were affirmed and 38 re- 
versed or varied, 13 were withdrawn or arranged, and 
15 were pending at the end of the year. 

The appeals presented to the Chief Judge in Bank- 
ruptcy during the same period numbered 171; of these 
. 48 were affirmed, and 56 reversed or varied, 3 were re- 
ferred back, 24 were arranged or withdrawn, and 40 
were left pending. 

In the three years which immediately preceded the 
passing of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, there were 248 
appeals, giving an average of 82 for each year. The 
Court affirmed 69 of the decisions, being an average of 
33 a year, and reversed or varied 110, an average of 36 
in each year. 

Bilis Taxed.—The number of bills taxed by the taxing- 
masters’ and was 23,677, the gross amount of 
which was $600,178, of which £104,963 was struck off 
on taxation, ‘being rather more than one-sixth of the 
whole. ; 








The secretary to the Inland Revenue Commissioners 
writes to the Times to say, with reference to a letter 
complaining that up to tbe present time the Surveyors of 
Taxes have received no instructions with regard to an al- 
lowance for income-tax on rent remitted, that general in- 
structions were issued to those cfficers on the 24th ult., 
authorizing them to pursue the same course for the current 
remem year as was eanctioned by the Treasury for the year 

9-80. 


The applications for letters patent for inventions recorded 
in the Patent Office during 1880 were more numerous than 
in any previous year, having reached 5,517. In 1879 the 
number was 5,338, while in 1878 they amounted to 6,343, 
With a few slight flactuations, there has been a steady 
increase of business since the passing of the Patent Law 
Amendment Act in 1852, when a very sudden and exten- 
sive upward tendenoy manifested itself. In 1850 the 
number of patents granted reached 523 only, in 1860 the 
pe mae were 3,196, and in 1870 they had inoreased to 





REVIEWS. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING. 


A Treatise or THE Law Retative TO Mercnanr Sutrs 
ayp Seamen. By Lorp Tenterpen, 
Evrrion. By Samvzt Prenticz, Esq., QC. Shaw 
& Sons. 


The legislation of last session relating to merchant 
shipping has apparently stimulated the activity of authors 
and editors of works on this subject. This is the third 
large book on merchant shipping which we have reviewed 
within the last few weeks. Our task is here, licwever, 
comparatively light, for we have only to see how faf 
Lord Tenterden’s work, within the limits which he pre- 
scribed for himself, has been brought up to the present 
state of the law. As regards the legislation which has 
taken place since the publication of the last edition, wé 
find all the Acts printed in full in the appendix, and 
indexed ; but (probably owing to the exigencies of print- 
ing so large a book) we do not find them always noticed 
in the text. We have, at any rate, failed to find any 
reference to the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, Amend- 
ment Act, 1880, at p. 43, or to the Merchant Seamen 
(Payment of Wages and Rating) Act, 1880, in the part 
of the book relating to advance and allotment notes, at 
p. 474. With regard to the recent cases, Mr. Prentice 
seems to have mostly aimed rather at inserting a refer. 
ence to them, than at discussion of them. ‘Thus 
Lockhart v. Falk (23 W. R. 753, L. R. 10 Ex, 132) and 
Francesco v. Massey (21 W. R. 440, L. R, 8 Ex. 101) 
are simply mentioned in a foot-note to the poragreph 
of the text relating to the cesser clause, in which, by the 
way, no reference is made to the im é case, of 
Bannister v. Breslauer (15 W. R. 840, L. BR. 2 ©. P. 
497), which, having been threatened with overthrow, 
has now become an established precedent. Si tly, we 
find Ogg v. Shuter (24 W. R. 100, L. R..1 C0, PLD. 
47) dismissed in a foot-note on p. 276 with ths remark : 
** But see as to the vendor's hold on the goods if vendee 
refuses to perform conditions of sale: Ogg v. Shuter.” It 
is again mentioned in a foot-note on p. 405 in the words, - 
“See Ogg v. Shuter.” And Attwood v. Sellar (27 W.R. 
726, L. R. 4 Q. B. D, 342) appears to be only referred to in 


The book, however, contains references to most 
of the recent cases on the matters discussed 
Tenterden, and the portions of the 
examined have been carefully revised so 
sistent with the present law. Mr. Pren 


pee 


by 
we 
to be 
has 
duced a useful change by distinguishing the parts of 


Th 


book which are the same as in the fifth edition 
which was published in the lifetime of the author) 
placing them between brackets ; and in his 

has given an interesting notice of the maritime Codes 
and Laws. : 
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THE LAW SOCIETY’S CALENDAR. 


Tue Incorroratep Law Socrsry CALenpar ror 1881. 
Published by authority of the Council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society. 


We have here the long looked for calendar, and most 
of those who examine it will be disposed both to wonder 
why the idea was never taken up before, and to con- 
gratulate themselves on the measure of success with which 
it has now at last been carried out. The calendar opens 
appropriately with a sketch of the history of the society 
and of its work in the matters of legal education, legia- 
tion specially affecting solicitors, professional discipline, 
the consolidation of the courts, and law reform in general; 
and this sketch concludes with a passage so well repre- 
senting the ideas and wishes which the. Soxzerrors’ 
Journal has, for many years, attempted to present, that 
we venture to quote it in full ;— 
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‘«There is much in the past of which the society may 
be justly proud; but, after all, the main practical use- 
fulness of the past is to point a moral for the present and 
the future. It is never permitted to such a body to rest 
and be thankful. Its labours and responsibilities 
multiply in a corresponding ratio to the increase of its 
influence and importance; and, if any proof of this self- 
evident fact were needed, one glance at the comparative 
bulk of the records of the society’s work in the earlier 
and more recent years of its existence, and even of the 
work of ten years ago and of to-day, would alone supply 
it. To societies of this character applies with as much 
truth as to individuals the old adage Qui cessit esse 
melior cessit esse bonus; and it may be that, if this 
chapter is taken up by an historian writing on the same 
subject fifty years hence, it will be mainly used to 
illustrate the magnitude of the strides taken in the 
interval. The, Incorporated Law Society must ever 

ire to be a faithful leader and. true reflex of en- 

téned views, and a watchful guardian alike of the 
honour and of the best interests of learned profession. 
Tt can only fulfil the task with effect, and raise its voice 
with authority, if it is heartily supported on all sides by 
those whose cause it represents and advocates. And it 
Will be a matter for sincere gratification to every member 
of the society if this record of the past, and the re- 
i 8 which these pages may suggest as to the field 
of useful and honourable work which -may lie before the 
society in ithe future, should lead members (and 
es y country members) of the profession, who have 
a it joined the society’s ranke, 3 realize that there 
are higher and larger considerations involved in doing so 
than any question of the mere personal conveniences of 

Alter the lists of the council, officers, and examiners, 
the charter and regulations are printed, and then follow 
the Solicitors Acts, and the regulations for the examina- 
tions, with specimens of the questions set during the 
year 1880, Lists of candidates who passed during the year 
are next given, followed by lists of the honours won siace 
1856. Subsequently we find the proceedings and resolu- 
tions at the annual and provincial meetings, and to these 
succeed lists of the London and country members of the 
society ; & local list of the latter being aleo given. Lists 
of names of partners in London and country firms who 
are members of the society, and of foreign correspon- 
dents of members of the society, are also given. Many 
by: apoie will, no doubt, be made of desirable additions 
to the contents of the book, and on a future occasion we 
may venture upon some, but at present we shall only say 
that, for a first attempt, we consider this calendar a 
success, 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


To Conresronpznts.—W. B., Next week. 


THE PAID TRUSTEE SYSTEM. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

*Sir,—I should like to ascertain the views of your 
readers as to the effect of the paid trustee system upon 
the administration of bankrupts’ estates, with the view 
of learning the opinion of the profession whether the 
appointment of paid trustees has been advantageous 
or otherwise, either in saving expense or rendering the 

speedier or more beneficial to the creditors. 
Of course I have my own opinion on the subject, but 
as there are many in the profession who have had greater 
experience than myself, I should like to ascertain their 

views. F, M. 


Se —— 
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“At the Hertfordshire Quarter Sessions the Marquis of 
ary Was unanimously elected chairman in the room 
of Earl © , who recently resigned. 











SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION, 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at the 
hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on 
Thursday, the 6th of January, the following being a7 
viz, Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Hedgers, 
Desborough, jan., Pics, and Williamson, and A, B. 
Carpenter (secretary), one new member was elected, and 
the ordinary general businers was transacted, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The sixth meeting of the session was held on Tuesday, the 
4th January, at the Law Library, Cross-street-chambers, at 
half-past six o’clock, when the chair was taken by Thomas 
Nash, Esq;; barrister-at-law. The following was the subject 
for discussion :—‘‘ Is it expedient that actions for bi of 
promise to marry should be abolished ?’’ Mr. Millar opmes 
in the affirmative, ard was followed on the same side by 
Messrs. Gilmore, Hartley, Coward, Attkins, and Birch; 
whilst the negative was supported by Messrs. Norton, Welch, 
J. F. Price, Law, Rycroft, Stocks, Ellison, Smith, and 
Steinberg. Mr. Millar having replied, the learned chairman 
summed up, and the question was decided ia favour of the 
negative. A vote of thanks to the chairman concladed the 
proceedings. 





OBITUARY. 


SIR REDMOND BARRY. 


The death is announced of Sir Redmond Barry, K.C.M.G., 
senior puisne judge of the Supreme Coart of the colony of 
Victoria. The deceased was the son of Major-General 
Henry Green Barry, of Ballyclough, Cork, and was born in 
1813. He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, where 
he-took the usual degrees, and he was called to the bar in 
Ireland in 1838. A few years later he emigrated to Austra- 
= ret a he became rere oto ~ oa 

n the following year he was appointed a puisne judge 
the Supreme Court of the colony, and he filled that office 
fop twenty-nine years. In 1875 he acted as Chief Justice, 

for a few weeks he administered the government of the 
colony. He was knighted in 1860, and he was created a 
Knight Commander of the Order of St. Michael and St. 
George in 1877. Sir R. Remy was for many years Chan- 
cellor of the University of Melbourne, and he was a com- 
missioner for the colony of Victoria to the International Ex- 
hibition of 1862. He was unmarried. 


THE HON. CHARLES BUSHE PLUNKET. 


The Hon. Charles Bushe Plunket, barrister, died on the 
2ist. ult.; while on his voyage home from Sone, Kong. 
Mr. Plynket was the second son of the third Lord Plunket, 
his mother being a daughter of the Right Hon, Charles 
Kendal Bushe, Lord Chief Justice of Ireland, and he was an 
elder brother of the Right. Hon. David Plunket, Q.0., M.P. 
He was born in 1828, and was educated at Trinity Cul- 
lege, Dublin, and he was called to the bar at in 
Hilary Term, 1866. He was for several years commissioner 
of the Court of Requests at Penang, and he was registrar of 
the Supreme Court of the colony of Hong Kong from 1876 
till 1879, when he was appointed police magistrate and 
coroner at Hong Kong. Mr. Plonket’s health had forsome 
time been failing, he was returning home om leave of 
absence. He was married to the daughter of Mr; Robert 
Murrell, and he leaves several children. 


ae 


DR. ROBERT BULLOCK MARSHAM, 
Dr. Robert Bullock Marsham, barrister, Warden of Merton 
College, Oxford, died at Caversfield House, Oxfordshire, on 
the 27th ult., in his ninety-sixth year. The deceased 
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was the eldest son ‘of the Hon. and Rev. Jacob 
Marsheam, D.D,, canon of Windsor, and he was 
randson of the second Lori Romney. He was 
a in 1785, and was edicated at Eton and at 
Christ Church, Oxford, where he graduated B.A. in 1807. 
He was afterwards elected a fellow of Merton College, and 
roceeded to the of D.C.L. He was called to the 
in 1813, when he joined the Home Circuit and Kent 
Sessions, and he had a fair eriminal business. He was fora 
short time recorder of the city of Rochester, but he retired 
from practice in 1826 on being elected warden of Merton 
College. Dr. Marsham was a miagistrate and deputy- 
lieutenant for Oxfordshire. He was an active supporter of 
the Conservative party, and in 1852 he unsuccessfully con- 
tested the University of Oxford in opposition to Mr. Glad- 
stone. He was buried in Merton College Chapel on New 
Year’s-day. Dr. Marsham was married in 1828 to Jessie, Lady 
Anstruther, widow of Sir John Carmichael Anstrather, and 
daughter of General David Dewar, and he leaves three sons 
and one daughter. His second son, Mr. Robert Henry 
Bullock M: m; late of the Home Circuit, was for several 
years’ recorder of Maidstone, and was appointed a magis- 
trate at Greenwich and Woolwich Police-courts in 1879. 


MR. WILLIAM HERON. 

Mr. William Heron, soli¢itor, died at Manchester on the 
220d ult. Mr: Heron was the son of Mr. James Holt Heroa, 
of Manchester, atid was botn in 1813. He was admitted a 
solicitor in 1835, He was formerly in partnership with his 
elder brother, Sir Joseph Heron, town clerk of Manchester, 
and with Mr. Joséph Grave; but more recently he had 
carried on business. alone. He had an extensive private 
practice, and was for several years solicitor to the overseers 
of the parish of Manchester. Mr. Heron’s death has caused 
great regret at Manchester. 


MR. ROBERT SHAFTO HAWKS. 


Mr. Robert Shaffo Hawks, solicitor (the head of the 
firm of Hawks, Stokes, & McKewan), of 101, Borough 
High-street, and Rotherhithe, died at Glenfield, Hertford, 
on the 26th ult. Mr. Hawks was born io 1817, and was 
admitted a solicitor in. 1839. Hoe was originally in part- 
nership with Mr.Samuel Piercy, at 15, Three Crown-#quare, 
Southwark. He afterwards practised alone at 101, Borough 
High-street, and at Rotherhithe, and he was joined ata 
later date by the late Mr. Irederick Wilmott nd Mr. 
James John Stokes, and (still more recently) by Mr. 
Ernest Frederick MoKewan. Mr. Hawks had a large local 
practice in the South of London, and he had been for 
many years vestry clerk and solicitor to the parish of 
Rotherhithe. He was also for some years clerk to the 
Rotherhithe Oommissioners of Pavements, and to the 
Rotherhithe Board of Guardians, and ‘soperintendent 
registrar for the district, 


MR, JOHN PARKER. 

Mr. John Parker, solicitor, died at. High Wycombe on 
the 22nd ult. in his cightieth year. Mr, Parker was the son 
of Mr. William Parker, of High Wycombe, He was born in 
1801,, and was admitted a solicitor in, 1823, and 
practised in his native town for over halfacentury. During 
the latter part of his professional careér he was associated in 
partnership with his son, Mr. John Parker, jan., who was 
admit¢ed a solicitor in 1856. He was for over forty yeirs 
town clerk of High Wycombe, and he had an extensive 
private practice. He was clerk to the borough magistrates, 
the Commissioners of Taxes, and the Charity ‘Trustees, 
and registrar of the Wycombe County Court (Circuit No. 37), 
most of which offices are now held by bis son. He was also 
steward of the Manor of Temple Wycombe, and a perpetual 
commissioner for B hamshire. Mr, Parker was an 
active member of the local Liberal party. He had obtained 
great a8 an antiquarian, and he was thé author of a 
work on ‘The History and Antiquities of High Wycombe.” 
i was buried on ae 28th be (7 oa <ing — 
by Lord Carington ; the mayor of E yeombe, and mos' 
of the borough magistrates. 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Starr ANDREW AGNEW, advocate, has been appointed 
Deputy Clerk Register for Scotland, in succession to Mr. 
Roger Montgomerie, deceased. Mr. Agnew was called te the 
Seotch bar in 1860, and has been for several years Queea’s 
Remembrancer for Scotland. a 


Mr. Grorge Herpent Bares, solicitor (of the firm 
Bates & Jellicorse), of 57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 4 
ter, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oath: 
in the Supreme Court of Judicature. si 

Mr. Leonarp Henry Courtney, barrister, M.P., who 
has been appointed Under-Secretary of State for the Home 
Department, is the son of Mr. John Courtney, of Alverton 
House, Penzance, and was born in 1832.’ Héis a fellow of 
St. John’s College, Catnbridge, when hé graduated as 
second wrangler, and first Smith’s Prizeman in 1835. He 
was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1858, 
and he formerly practised in the Chancery Division. Mr. 
Courtney was Professor of Political Econdmy at University 
College, London, frem 1872 till 1875, and he has been 
ei for Liskeard, in the Liberal interest, sinee December, 

6. ; } 

Mr, Francis Ronanp Jaren’, solicitor, of  Wgtceatans 
has been appointed & Commissioner to administer Oaths 
the Supreme Court of Judicature. 

Mr. Joux Jonzs, solicitor, of Wrexham, has. been ap- 
pointed a Magistrate for that borough. Mr. Jones was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1857, and be is a member of thé Wrex- 
ham Town Conncil. 


Mr. Jonn Jamzs Reip, advocate, has been appointed 
Queen’s Remembrancer for Scotland. Mr. Reid was called 
to the Scotch bar in 1870, and he is an advocate depute. 

Mr, Frepgrick Issac WArnER, solicitor; of Winchester, 
and Southampton, has been appointed a Perpétual Commi 
sion*r for taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by alscried 
Women for Hampshire, the city of Winchestér, and 
town of Southampton. 


DISSOLUTIONS OF PARTNERSHIPS, 


CuarLes Pore Greennitt and Witi1am Henry Rop- 
BARD Bean, solicitors, 63, Gracechurch-atreet, London 
(Greenhill & Bean). Oct.-1, ANS 

Arruur Price Lizwetiyn, Henry W: AoKRIbL, 
and Artaur Gopwin Hammack, solicitors, isbury+ 

mack « 


-circus, London (Llewellyn, Ackrill, & Ham Oa dr: 
Arthur Price Llewellyn and Henry William i 


henceforth practise as solicitors, in ¢o-partnérship, at 3 
Furnival’s-inn, Holborn, London. Arthur Gods Ham- 
mack will continue to practise as a solicitor at 46, Finsbury- 
circus aforesai‘. [@azette, Ded.'31, 1880]. 

Puitip Berney Brows, Arcursatp Do: , and: 
Water Wittiam Wootnovcn, 70, Lincoli’s-inn-fields’ 
(Brown, Donaldson, & Woolnough). Dec. 31, '-* © °* 

Harry Curtis Nisset, Frepsnick: Henrer, Rooke, and 
Samurt Joun Daw, Solicitors, $5, Lineolo’s-inn-fields 
(H. C. Nisbet, Rooke, & Daw). —Déc, 1. ; 

Tuomas Pre, and Joun EpwArp Gaunt, solicitors, 
Bradford, York (Peel & Gaunt). Dec. 31. 

[ Gazette, Jan. 4, 1881]. 





COMPANIES, | 


WINDING-UP NOTICES: 
Jomnt Stock Companrgs. 


} o P ne IN caer fos 5 : 
OMEDY Orgzra Company. ITzp.—Petition for i pre- 
F Wang be lds 


seuted Dec 28, directed to be heard before the 
Lowless and Co, Martin’s lane, solicitors for the petitioner 

Sux Exgorrio Ligar Company, Limrtep.—By an made 
Malins, V.C., dated Dec 3, it: was ordered that company be. 
wound up. Clarke and Oo, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitors for 


petitioners 
{ Gazette, Dee. 31.} 
Frizwpiy Socteties DissoLven, 
Bostow Farenpux Fuxxrat Civs.—Rogers, Temperance Hotel, 


Boston, Lincoln, Dec 29 : 4 
, Broan Hiwrow Farexpix Society, Broad Hinton, » Der 
: : (Giewee tance 
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Monday ....14 Friday,..e. 14 pi oe) sums., 
LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK. Wedady. ie General paper. | gaturday ..16 {Feane ht eum 
Jan. 6.—The following are the portions of the Queen’s | Friday \..-1$.,.Mots. & gen. pa. Meatay...1%-.fa Baokruptey. 
« Bills will "aid before You for the abolition eliommpers | Oi". Rita Wednesday 19 {cone spt 


pee y “yee in the army and in the navy. You will be 


asked to 


consider measures for the further Reform of the Law 


of Bankruptcy ; for the Conservancy of Rivers and the Pre- 
vention of Floods; for the renewal of the Act which estab- 
lished Secret Voting ; and for repressing the Corrupt 
Practices of which, in a limited number of towns, there were 
lamentable examples at the last general election.” 





COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT 


OF JUDICATURE, 


Hizary Srrrives, 
From January 11 to March 11, 1881. 
COURT OF APPEAL. 


Wednesday..12...A' 
Thuraday te 
Friday, «+014 
en 
Tresday....18 ll ine oe 
Wednesday 19 app. trom orkers 
. cutory maine, & 


Bkey. oe oe & or. 
Thursday ..20 {S07 OGEe © oF. 
Friday ....21 
Saturdsy ..22 
Monday ....24 
fuecsday..-.25 


Appeais. 


pone — 


hi 


ee 7 
Tuesdiaz.... §, 
App. mote, ex pte 
Weindsy....9{ made on inter 
ereer i 
other apps. 
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Thursday «+10 lone epps and or 


Saturday. 
Monday ....14 Appuis 
Tuesday ....15 
App. mots. ex pte. 
apps. from orders 


Wednesday..16 { made on interlo- 
oa mots, & or 


Thutedsy ..17 fier. apps, & or 
gon Son 
turday ..1 
Monday....2] Appeals. 
Tuesday....22 
App.motns.ex pte 
. from orders 


Thursday ..24 cer apps. & or. 


Friday ....25 
y “a 


App. mtns. ex pte, 
apps from orders 
on 
catory moins, 
other apps 
Thursday .. 3 ian apps and or 
pm eves : 
BY «se 
Mesteg? 23 Appeals 
Tuesday... ; 
App.motns.ex ple 
apps. from 6 
made on interloc- 
ions & 
other apps. 
Thursday ..10 _ apps and or 


Fridsy voc sAK ceppeala 


Wednesday.. 9 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
At the Bolis House. 
Toesday Jan.1|.. Mots. & gen. pa. 
aaa a4 caus without wits 
Friday voseld, Motne, & gen, pa, 
Pets., sht. causes 
geturdsy..--15 a4j, sumns., and 
-—s 
Munhey voll 


Tussday.-.-38 | 
Wesnevisy-19 General paper. 


Thursday ..2 
Vein BS. Mon en, pt. 
'ets,, Mt, caus, 
Beturiey ..22 {as sums, & gen. 
WOR, 000084 
oi paper, 


Toarshey’ 2220 





Friday .... 28.. egy & gen pa. 


Pets. ht. causes, 
Satardey..,. 29 { adj. “sums., and 


T ; 
SS 


Friday .... “een oe , pa. 

eht, causes, 

rest ++ 6200). sumone, and 

. + pa. 
Toca carn ae 
} oer vomige +059 

Priday..-+..11,.WMotns, & gen, pa. 

Petne, sht causes, 

Saterday wa oumns,, and 

gen, pa. 





gen. pa, 
tent 
ui eee 

Wedneute ay 2 2 General paper 

Thursday... 2 

Friday .... ve & gen. pa 
Petns., sht, caus. 

Saturday ..26{adj. sumos, and 


mn, pa. 
Monday Ce oe 


Wasi Hons paper. 

Thursday .. 

Friday .... a Ps yg eel 
ts, sht. caus., 

Satarday .. 5 adj. sums. & gen. 

a. 

Monday .... 7 . 

Wether. 8’ General paper. 

Thursday hay 

Friday ....11++Mots., & gen. pa 


V.C. 3im RICHARD MALINS. 
At Lincoln’s-inn, 
pope ay peg a & gen. pa. 
Thursday "3 } General p aper. | 


Priday......14 { Bot canon Petns. 


pa 
Saturday ahi deesiou suains, and 
mre aaa General 
BY coos e. aper. 

Tuseey-18 | Gener pape 
Thursday . 20. Motos. & gen. pa. 
Friday ......21 ype pets, 
Saturday ..22 Soy sums, & gen. 


Monday..« 24 

Tuesday.... 3 | General paper. 
Wednesday..26 

Thursday ..27..Mots. & gen. pa. 


Friday .++. 28} Bt Shs, amp hr 


Saturday ..29 7 Adjee pod ang & gen 


weeney+s- bat ae 
Tuesday ,Fe neral paper, 
Wednesday 


Thursd.... 3. Peg’ & gen. pa. 
ht. causes, pets 
Friday .... 4 onde ~~ 


Saturday ., 5 }Ad)- sums. & gen 
eee 7 

Le i} General paper. 

Thursday ,..10,.Motns & gen, pa. 

Friday «+e.l1 canes 

Saturday.. 12 { Adi sume & gen, 

Monday..+-14 

usetey --ovtt General paper. 

Wednesda 

Tharsd seve Mats, ge pt, 

Friday vert ge ‘ 

Saturday «19 om wume., & gen. 


Monday..«+21 

Tuesday. 4 General paper 
Wednesday..2 

Thursday 347, Motne & gen pa. 


Friday 200525 ye Meme caus, 


Ssturdey “28 pe . sums. & gen, 


ue Gener 
Wednesday. zy aid 


Thursday .. 4 Moms & b= ay 
t, caus ; 

Friday eeee Aree ” 

Saturday .. tte sums, & gen 

Monday ..++ 

Tuesday oe H General paper. 

Wednestay., 9 

Thursdey ..10,,Motns, & gen. pa. 

Priday soe» a1 | BRE, canter potty ® 


baa! Sin s 5Aseee S Sage, 


Tuesday, oan ‘soon ad), vam 
fone, 3} General paper, 


Thars...+++20 
Friday ....21{ Motns. adj. suas, 


Sat., ves. 22 Pets. sht. causes, 
Monday....24.. in Batitraptey. 
Tuesday x 4 
Wedsdy ...26} General paper. 
Thursday... 27 
Friday ...28 f Note od, sme 
Pe ant. causes, 
Saturday ..20{ S°0es “Ds, 
Monday gestions Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday,Feb.1 
Wednesday. 2} General paper. 


Thursday... 3 
Friday .... 4{ Motae ad) sums 


Saturday. 6f & 6a | echoes 


nae amg 7 atm Banbrapty. 
Wednedy free § Genera! paper. 
Andie ot 4. 
motos, a’ 
Friday sooo & gen va, 
Saturday .,.12 { Pete» sht causes, 


. pa. 
Monday.«ee Mtn Bankruptcy. 
Tuesday ...ol: 

Wednesda: neiajci8 General paper. 
Thursday ..1 Mian, . 

adj. sums 
Friday ....18 ow 


Sitarday ..19} Bota a one 
Monday ....21..In Bankraptoy. 
Tuesday....2 





Wedne:day.. 33} General paper. 
Thursday. .2 


Friday «+ ..25 oe ad). sums 


& General piper 
Saturday ..26 by na causes 
Monday ....28..1a Bankruptey. 
Tuesday ,Mar | 
Wednesday.. 2 > General paper. 
Thursday .. 3 
Friday, + sees af Sees. adj. sum. 
Saturday .. 5 — ant. 


in, Pp: 
Monday .... rtaSeabiy 
Tuesday... 
Wednesday. . General paper, 
Thursday old M 
Friday soooll bye ome. 


V.C, 82 CHARLES HALL. 
At Lincoln’s-inn. 
Tuesday, Jan.11..Motns, & 
Ww a General aed 38 


mr ga Ws 
Tharsday ..13.,Motas. & gen.pa. 


Friday. ns - Pets, & gen. ps. 


Sht. caus., adj. 
Saturday ..15 bn & gen. 4 
Monday ....17 


Tuesday. 18 donee papsr. 
Wednesday, 19 
Thursday ..10., Mots, & gen. pa. 
Friday apes & gon, ms) 
t. causes, @ 
Satarday 20f pay 5 Ting 
Tusedey, 88 a eral paper. 
eeee in 
ae RO 
OFS, cons ae 
Friday mabey tae age. D. 
caus, : 
Saturday “ ° (sae, & gon. pa 
Monday . 


Tecan. General paper. 


Thursday .. aeeee 
Wriday re 4., Pete, & 
Saturday,.” G08. CA a 


0 
Thue, we" 10> Motna, && gon. Pr 
y venell Pena, & gen, pa. 


bases elf 04). 


Hontege« oold 
Trader th rans cer 





oot 
Thrady »+++17,+Motns, & gen pa, 
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eed 


Frida: ooee} 8... 
P! caus., “ 


Tuesday, Feb.15 
Saturday ..19 f) Wednesday 16 


y: 
raday ..24,,Mots. & gen. 
Friday ve on B52» Pats.  Racage gl 


Sht. caus,, ad. 
Satarday rp gums. gen. pa, 


Lhasa ea at General paper. 


Tharetay «+ 3,.Motns, & gen. pa. 
Friday «+. 4..Petns & gen. pa. 
Saturday .. 5 passe caus., adj. 
sums., & gen. pa 
ah 3} General 
esday..ss . 
Wednesday.. 9 en: 
Thursdy. «+-10,,Motns, & gen. pa. 
Friday ....11.,Petns. & gen, pa. 


Ma. Justice FRY, 


At Lincoln’s-inn. 
. Mr. Justice 
"ery part in the Winter 
Cirevit, his Tordship will not 
sit in the Chan rn ang 
ie the 15th of Fe’ 
conclusion of the ieiteat, 
wh chidaeee shall be the la 


Saturday old 





COURT OF APPEAL. 
List oF APPEALS FoR Hinary Sirtrnas, 1881. 


APPEALS FROM one — DIVISION. 


or Hea 
Samuel v Samuel app of ra Mi June 7, 1878 


Jewittv McHenry app of deft M R—Aug 4 (heard Dec 6 
To be mentioned on Saturday, Jan 15, by order) 

Nicholson v the Vestry of Mi @ End old” Towa appof defts 
VC M—Dec 31 (restored by so) 


Ruston v = app e of plta VC M—Apr 27 

Mackie v T owder Co The Cotton Powder Cov 
Mackie po at plt lt Mackie Fry, J he 12 

Jowett v Foster appof pli M R—Ma: 

Rayner v Preston app of plt MR— 20 

Dawkins v Antrobus app of pit al R— aI 

The London and Surburban Land and Building Co lima v Field 

app of deft M R—May 22 

Ia re —? decd, Pierce v Stell app of plt Denman J— 


In re a Agena Sate oa Seales Acts app of petnr D. C. 
Wd ¥en Sa Bit) Fey J- May 27 (8 0 for 
v Mon p of pit —May securi 

Petek’ & ie R—May i) 

Samet < Goes app of defts Fry, j—May 2 

Rooke v P. ~~ of deft M R—May 3t 

Earl dela app of deft VC B—June 1 

Henderson ‘Tennant app of plts from Vice Warden of the 


opt t M R—June 6 Co at ) 
v Reade app of defts M 


ious tt 
lamin wr Government and Guaranteed Securities 
of Iqdts V OC B—June 15 
rooehent app ot l¢ Fry J—June 21 
of pita from VO of County Palatine 


In re Whataley, June af &Co app of Whately & Co V CH 


sewe 3 Barford app of defts Hughes & ors Fry, J— 
une 
ttorney-Gen v Hill app of defts V C B—June 28 
ese Nowbold app ofdefts Fry, J—June 29 
In re Strafford Sor Strafford vy Warrea app of G F Ward 


whi io om app of Whiting MR—July 3 
Fox v Atkinson af defte from V C of Councy Palatine of 
suananer— Fal Go, lima ¥ Jones, Scott & Co app of defts 
8 ve v Jones, lo e 
VCB—July 9 ve 
v Smith app ofdeftt MR—July 12 
Partington v Taylor app of deft Taylor in yarn from V C of 
Palatine of Lanoaster—July 14 « vg for security) 
Jones ¥ app of deft V O H—Jaly 14 
19 * 


app Maraden and aor Fry, J— 

Board rat orev Se ay and North- 

eatern 8 
1a 7 Gandman an Trust Relief Act app of Pleret. M R= 





185 
pe o> v epee app of deft Lady Fi'zgioba VY C M~ 
Pipes vNeele app of Plaintiff V C B— ing 22 
say bs yaaa er app of Bristol SW Waggon 
Leddell v MoDougalt 
In re Metropolitan Bank, 


Bagot v Easton appof plt VC B—Aug7 

Keen v Laws & Co app of defts VC B—Aug9 

~~ eo. Sieoard app of pita and notice of variation by defts 

Aug 
Hollideeo decd, Bardo v Bardo app of pit Den, J—Aug 10 
v Roberts app of plts Den, J—Aug 14 

igen ¢ Tecrg app of dfts Fry J—Aug 16 

In re Finch, decd, Abbis v Burney app of Thos Bruce and 
ors V C M—Aug 17 

Owen’s Patent Wheel Tyre & Axle Co limd v Kleinwort app 
of plts VC B—Aug 18 (S O for eecurity) 
ree ee spp of defts MR— 
Aug 

eter Coens ORs a app of Mark 
Dyett and anr V C H—A ny hed 

In re Eastman’s eT ae Ay 364, and T M Acts app 
of Registrar from V C B—Oct 

Witham v Vane app of pits Fry, J—Oct 8 
Craweour v Salter app of deft V C M—Oct 13 

per Ae app of deft from order on fur. conson. M BR 


Krehl v Barrell app of deft Fry, J—Oct 26 


New Appeals. 
Roxburghe vCox app of pits V C B—Nov3 
Beckett v Attwood ea of plt VY C M—Nov 3 
say” seiecanas app of Attorney General V C H— 
ov 


tits Vo BAe 7 
ote pot G Holron’ VC B—Aug 


In re 


' Whitmore v Farley sappofplt Frr, J—Nov 12 


Farrow v poset a ae of plt V C M—Nov.13 
In re Pg 5 Knapman v Wref.rd app ofC F Yorke 
andanr V C H—Nov 15 
Da Pay v Welsford app of plt V C B—Nov18 
Wood v Swan “pp of deft V “é B—Nov 25 
Io re Markham, dec], Markham arkham app of J Buckten 
V C M—Nov 29 
Lyon v Tweddell om of dft VC B—Dec8 
—* v Yorke v Brewer app of dft Yorke VY CM— 
ec 1 
Anderson v Butler's Wharf Co app of deft VC H—Deco 16 
eae Ode v Barton app of deft VYCB— 
ec 1 
Dicks vy Yates app of deft V C B—Dec 17 
Smith v Day of deft Fry, eres Pe 
Shetiield Water Works v Bingham app R—Dec 18 
Hester v Hester appof deft Thos Hunt ar c B Des 2 
Dagens The People’s Cafe Company app ofdefts VC M 


Harrison v The Cornwall Minerals Ry Co app of deft W 
Pen’ vc os 23 
v 


In re Marsden v Graham of 
from V C cic Pacis of tame Deo 2% 
Wilmott v Barber app of deft Fry J—Dec 31 


188), 
Ins dente Senna pen ot ‘right app of Attorney-Gen 
Edmes v Hacon app ofdefts Fry, J—Jan 4 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the 
Chancery Division. 


1880, 
The London & Brightoa Cheap Coal, oe Co v Cashia (¥ C B) 
app of deft Cashin—Aug 24 (S O for 
Ta re the Great Britain Mutual Life Assce Socy TS H) we 
of Mra Popham—Nov 20 (to be im the paper on Wi 
Jan 19, by order) 
p of deft Le 


Crackaali v Janson (Vc H) 

as Waves ‘Dito Bk app of Official Liqt from C Lite 
eston 

Dein Warr v. Melville “( oR app of defte—Dee Il 

De la Warr v Edwards (VC Rot of defte—Dee U1 

eee (VC B) app A Concha aad Wihk— 

a (VC B) app of Ligrs—Dee 13 (S 0 


till fur’ 

Lawes v Carter app of pltfa V C M—Deo 16 
Ia re Cavander app at T Warr Buckler V C B—Dso 20 
In re Ho't app of C H Holt ee ea 


aS Te Watkias v Watkina app of deft YCB<- 
Fray v Drew app ofplt M R—Deo 238 


1881. 
Farr v Hennis app of James Styles ¥ C H—Janl 
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In re Messrs Brown, Collins & Wooda, solrs Swansea and Solrs 
eee yee 73 app of Messrs Bown &Co VOH~ 


Ih-sios © Bélggs app of defts VY C B—Jan 4 
(Original Motion) 
In re Cavandér’s Trusts appta for secarity for cxsts (by ord:r) 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH, COMMON PLEAS, AND 
EXCHEQUER DIVISIONS. 
For Judgment. 
_— ¥ Hall & ora (Q B) app of defts Hall & anor from LC J 
of Kagland end Justices Manisty and Bowen setting aside 
verdict—(c.e.v.. Nov. 3—present Lord Chancellor, Lord 
Coleridge, L C J, and Lord Justice Brett) 

Scuth-Eastara Ry Co ¥ Railway Commars & the Mayor « 
Hastings g B) app of Ry Commars from jadgt of L C J of 
England & Justices Lush & Manisty on demr—Feb 11— 
(ea.v. Nov ee Lord Chancellor, Lord Coleridge, LC J, 
and Lord Justice =) 

Wright v a Gordon v Marwood (QB) argument of role 

to place in paper (c.a.v. Nov 17—preseat Lords 
Justices Baggallay, Brett and Cotion 

The Mayer, &c, of Saltash y Goodman & anr(C P) app of deft 
from judgt of Justices Grove and Denman on special case 
—(c.a.v. Novy 23—present Lords Justices Baggallay, Brett 


Information and Answer pursuant to Crown Suits Act, 1865 
Attorney-General v London & N W Ry Co (Exch revenue 
side) app of defts from decree of L C Baron and Sir H 
Hawkins—(c.a.7. Nov 27—present Lord Coleridge, L C J, 
and Lords Justices Baggallay and Brett 

Ladgater v seve iD P) app of defts from new trial rule nisi 
discharged by Justices Grove and Lindley—(c.s.v. Nov 30— 

Lord i Guanecllor and Lords Justices Baggallay and 


) 
7 y Pagh and anr (C P) app of plts from Lord 
> agemg, thy 2s and Mr Justice Lindley, setting aside verdict— 
C.8.¥- J ee Lord Chancellor and Lords Justices 


The Queen v ? 1 H Hatchings ig B. Crown side) app of pro- 
secutor from JJ Lush Be Pi (TT eg order of sessions 
Chancellor and Lords Jastices 


For hy 
18 
geo v Bovtelé & ors 3 (Exch) app of opis Grime & anr from 
L J Thesiger at Feb 25 Moscrop v Newbo 
pei! xeh) app of deft Newbold mon seaas of LJ Tooviger 
Feb 2 (S O till after decision in Exch) 
ite (C app of plt from judgt of Mr. Justice 


gh hij rogrent of the 


ofr of pit from L C J of i 
y—Jaly 12 (ot bd March 16, i Lords 


: 


ae 


Bramwell — galley and Thesi , restored order, 
until Lords Justices Bramwell and 


ee ee eS of defts Thomas 
jodgt of Cc on end baron 


rire &e (C of Mid- 
ot L J Thesiger ne tela 1 —Dec it 
& om, trading, &e = P) app of 
juigt of LJ Thesiger after trial—Dec 


pentete 
qe 


te 
ee 


Bailey & Midland B Cc of defts from judgt 
of L J Thesiger after ter tell Doo 11 ead ties 
1880, 

Gooch and Wife bs se Letes Waterworks Co (The Vestry 


& 
e 
: 


(Exch of pit from 
Mees Hotdleeton atrial 15a 40 (8'O for security) 
B) argament of rule nisi for neq tria 
gimmie Z, Lor4 idge » ond tod L. J Bramwell & Baggalla 
ce BRN pry Ket rale nisi for new trial 
ge and LJ Bramwell & Baggallay 


Drary, Travtes, ic vy The Staffordshire Fire Ideurance Co 
eae) are of wt from jahgt A Me Justice Stephen at trial — 


we Mer J June or eae LUE S EE ra att 


Gathers Ba P) chp fe Lt 


0 & site 
ia Corton 3 eee ws he (CP) of 
Minete? Becher (03) m ea 
v Gg ’ 
4, a tia = (ob toe wecuhe ”y 
Tanan Steam 





Marsden & anr y Lancathire and be Ry Co (Exch) spp 


of defts from order of L C Baron_aud 8 Hawkins as 
costs of trial before Lord Justice Brett—Jane 8 

McCo'lin v Gilpin & sre: B) app of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Lush at trial. 

Chapleo & Wife v Braoswick _ Building & 
ors (C P)a me deft Smty and app of Robt Smith and anr 
from Jorge ot Das Coleridge at trial—June 15 
Chapleo & Wife v Brunswick $ crieanadt Building Society & 
ors (CP) argament of rule nisi for new trial 

Crowther & ors v Ladenburg & ora (Exch) defts from app of 
judgt of Baron Pollock at  trial—J une 15 

Garrard & anr v White & ors (Exch) app of plts from judgt of 
Mr Justice Stephen directing non suit—June 16 

Kino v Pilbrow (Exch) app of deft from jadgt of Mr Justice 
Stephen at trial—June 1 

Sutton, carrying on business, &c v The Great Northern Ry Co 
(Q B) app of plt from order of Justices Lush Field, and 
Manisty directing entry of jud ide for def.s—June 17 

Clarke (by next friend) v The Midland Ry Co (Exch) “PP of 
defts from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen *t trial—June 18 


Wright & anr, trustee, &o v paren. $ aur ) 
@ B) app of plt from jadgt of Mr a (at Seo v4 
out a jury—June 22 

jand (Exch) 


Hanaon v The Ecclesiastical Commissioners for 
spp of defts from judgt of Baron Huddleston at trial—June 
4 


Titley v Stockdale (Suh) app of plt from order of Baron 
Pollock on demr—J ane 
Edward Gilberteon on behalf of himself and the other vero 
members of the O:toman Bank ¥ hw Ferguson, 
taxes (Exch. revenue side) app of Gilbertson 
Barons Pollock and Huddlest n—L. C. Baron fe 
or on case stated by Commissioners of Income 
The Metropolitan Inner Circle Completion Ry Cov The 
Metropolitan Ry Co and Met District Ry Co (Bah), app 
of defts from judgt of Baron Huddleston at trial—July 6 
Chambers v Gaches (C P) app of 1% Gaches from judgt of 
Mr Justice Denman at trial—July 
Bradford v Symondeon Q oF ae of deft from judgt of 
Lord Coleridge at trial—July 1 
Evans and Wife v Liverpool United Tramways and Omnibus 
Co limd (Q B) appl of defts from rule nisi discharged by 
LC J Cockburn and Mr. Justice Bowen —July19 
Burnand v. Rodocanachi (C P) are of defts from judgt of 
Lord Coleridge at trial—Jaly 
The Marine Mutual Losmreace 4 ON limd v Young (han) 
he gy from j of Baron Pollock at trial—J 
ord v McAnulty war 1 appl of deft from judgt of Mr 
Justice Stephen at trial—July 
Haynes v Etches (Q B) “pp of deft from judgt of Mt Justice 
takboe tees ha her cc) f plis from jadgt 
mere & ors v Keyandaor (Ex 0 
of Mr Justice Fry at trial—A ry 
Benyon v Sheridan & ors (C P) am of deft Alexander from 
jadgt of Mr Justice Lopes at trial—Aug 28 
Adams & anr v The Severn and Canal Carrying, Shippi ee 
Steam Towing Co limd (C at on a eft from j 
Lord Coleridge as wrong u pgs of Jury—Aug 23 om ri 
until rule for new trial fev is disposed of 
iad rare oe open seat tctel—ug 40 {0 O for gee cr meiy) 
of Mr Justice trial—Aug 
Alderson v M (Esob) app of pits from judgt of 
cD A oo nan fag 
ohen v Veitch & ors t from r 
hg 
‘ont ron te Co v The 
Plate Ge Pimd (Exch) app of plts —_ judgt of Ji 
Brown, Leg , commissioner at trial—~Oct 


New Appeals. 


The New Zealand and Australian Land Co v Wateon and anr 
{0 By B) app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Field at trial~ 


Wilkizeon &Co v Unwin (9 B) app of deft from judgt of Mr 
PE nn Wiehion (0 P ‘oe of deft from judgt of L J 
v a rom 
Thesiger at tilal—Oct rH ” 


Cohen & anr v Parker (0 a of deft from judgt of Mr 
Susticn Lindley at trial— 
feet + Consteas (exon) app om from s jadgtof Baron Huddle- 
York City & County Bank y Balabt sob of 
dost ba n jad of Be Hoe M um” 
Coneily ¥ Steer 


Q By apg et vit fooen jodquent’ of Justice 


Bowon attr 


Gromway nyay sod orn ¥ Rs Sere eet far {tuse) spt 
Mil Mr. Jashon jig ay or (han 








ans S B wy 


oe see” 5 
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Prieto v Ginnett (Q of plt from of Mr. Justice of the Mabel, her Cargo and Freight of deft from oon it 
Williaa et ttist-Hov 2° 0 te nat) of Bir BJ Phillimore with Naatics Acacssora)—J 
Sees Vor eS? ee eres panel, Fel end Ship rey & Ors v Owners of Psd 
Manisty on demr—N. Freight Soy ot Sri Phillimore (with eaet and 
Le Lubes v Hall (C P) app of gh ae from judgt of Justices 
“Lindley and on motion—act tried by Mr Justice Grove Divorces. 
id gy 29 Baker (by his rar ety v Baker, Wheeler, & Owen of 
Furnivall v Chi ty (@ BD app app of fg on judgt of L C J Cock- — m order of the President overruling uly 
Soyer ¥ Orpetal Peisos Oo (lizah) bpp of pls from jeiigt of 
Sawyer v Crys app of plt from j 0 Admiralty. 
Pl Pollock at trial—D: og . Ship Alhambra—W Everitt & Son v The Owners of the 
Corcoran Witt & Co v Phippen illimore—Sept 3 


aud aur app ot og from jadgt 

Bed fag Williams at ot pit fo a jodgt of a 

C ev z it from judgt oe. o! 
without jary ia Miduoses  D 

In re the etd Tl Pelham Dele t Cie Q B—Crown side) a 
Mr Dale from refusal of L C J of Engiand and Justices 
& Manisty to discharge writ of attachment—Dec 17 

The Queen v Lord Penzance & ors (Q B—Crown side) a 
a Dale from 3 orders consequent on judgt— 

at re is tage! Richard William Enraght, Clerk (Q B—Crown 

pof Mr ht from refusal of L C J of England 

tnd Ju al Field & isty to discharge writ of attachment 


The eras v Penzance) Q B—Crown side) app pA, Mr Enraght 
from 8 orders consequent on preceding Ahg saps Dec 17 
yw ew v the ea Ry Co app of deft Co from Mr Justice 
ry at trial— 
Sumner v Bchootld (zsh) app of pltff from order of LC B 
Kelly and Baron Huddleston, on special case—Dec 24 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Common 
Law Divisions. 
1879. 
a . o vy West Cumberland Iron & Steel Co, limd 
Baca ry tA too mn and Justices Lush 
Sa 12 (8 O for security) 


Bid 


De Oleag 
(@ (QB) app sage ot 


1880. 

Caslon & Co v Co pave Clt—Exch) app of pit from 
LO Baron vod Bareo Hh a cto, dsmising opp from order 
of Mr Justice Piel May § 8 pole to Master to report to 
court, by order of June 23) 

Bennison vy Meek (Exch) appl of defts from Mr Justice Lind- 
ley to set aside verdict and reference—Aug 27 (S O until 
motion made in Q B Div) 


Turner v (QB hte rale nisi discharged 
by Justi ‘Galore (@ 8) ap Dec 8 
Cpanel a Co (Q B) app of defts from 
— Manisty refusing to refer back award—Dec 


of plt from rule nisi dis- 
+ sng 


tried before 


* i. ha (C P) app of 


Mr. Justice bog ed at Manchester—. 
— s Salmons & ors (C P) app of deft Tak rule nisi dis- 
by Justices Denman and Lind ley—aotion tried befere 
Mr. Mn Sastize Lindley at Manchester Deo 21 
Morgan admr v Rees & anr (Q B—Crown Side) app of Fs 
from order of Lord e aod Mr. Justice Field 


Markwick v Stanford & ors (QB) app of pitff from Juatices 
Manisty and Field die pitif’s motion to rescind order 

Bic te i (G3) app of pleff f ule nisi discharged 
ack v er a :om rale nisi 

Justices M ety ed a'Phtt Toon tried before Mr Justice 


eld at Guildhall 
Bach) {app of pltit from Sir Hh 


Middleton v Gibson & Ge 
Hawkins and Mr Justice dismissing epp from order 


of Judge at Chambers—Deo 


Edwards v The Midland Be Oe rit ice for stay of execu- 
tion pending app a of Mr Justice Fry—by order 


FROM THE ean AND ADMIRALTY 


For Hearing. 
Wend 


Tn re Jano Stratford 1 Bap ded 5 Grotton v Gautier (J S Kirwan 
intervening) a) deft —— from judgt of Sir James 
Henen ta 10] soourity)—Feb 6 

Admiralty, 
Norseman Owners of Ship Quintero and ora vy Owners of 
Pr yo from judgt of Sir R J Phillimore (with 











Phe ac ake we of defts from Sir R J Ph 
trowger ¢ ors v The Owners of the Rosalie 
Pent app of defts from judgt of Sir R J Phillimore (with 
20 


Nautical Assessors) —Sept 


Shi 


New a ig 
Magnificent ard Bastian 


ot Evans & ors y Ownere of 


agnificent Dickson & ors v Dobell (co! 
app of deft trom judgt of Sir R J Phillimore-~Nov 18 


Ship Umberto Galatola 


Owners of the Winston v Owners of 


the Umberto Galatola and Freight app of deft from judgt of 


Sir R J Phillimore—Nov 18 


Ship Macleod Welsh v Owners of Ship Macleod and Freight 
ed of defts from interlocutory order of Sir R J Phillimore— 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
List oF Causes ror Hitary Srrrines, 1881. 
Before the Masrer or THe RoLLa, 

Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


as pags v Mayor, &cof Bolton 


ms v Coward act 
In re Watson, decd, Watson v 


Deacon 

In re Carter, decd Carter v 
Faller act & m fj 

Jennings v Mills act 

Long v Brown act 

Kemp v Milward act 

Barker v Hosford act 

Zogee v Ditton act 

Palmer v Neal act 

Greenough v Smith act 

In re Mitchell, deceased, 
a v Mitchell acn & 


Heptibe v Victoria Mansions 
lind a & m fj 

In re The Scarsdale Brewery 
Co limd, expte claim of 
Chesterfield & North Derby- 
shire Bank (entered with 
witns actns by order) 

In te Messrs Hi 
Miller limd, and Trade 
Marks No 1041m and Regis- 
tration Acts, 1875- Be 


exd on affidavit (enterd 
with witas actions by order) 
Panton v Panton act 
Noel v Noel acn & m fj 
(8. 0.) 





Taylor » Atherton f 

Radgate ¥ Williame fee 
ema to vary 
Ferrior ¥ Byane fo 


pom op ahi og act 
Coste v Rogers m fcom with 
wit by order 

mn ae act and m 
J 

Amos v May act 

In re Stewart decd Stewart v 


Ry & Dock Co 
Hill vy Tombs act 

eeres ¥ i act 
Robinson v act 


Glaz-brook y Williams ast 
Hartri v act 
Blundell ¥ Assnce 


act 
Taylor v Hi 
Ine Sailer, do He Horsley v 
peane v Bates issee for 
tel, wees pleadings, by 


& Phillips v Jones act 


Saldanha v Andrews act Vi Priating & Folding 
Long v Ovendon act @mf j 

(orosa-exmn on affidavits) v Dawson & Sema act 

PL ef lima » Lane 

a v tion, 

Jackson v B act Pataore Sheet aet 
pent ~~, “ fee» ee: 

n re Norman, ormaa eLeughlia ¥ act 
vy Gramp act &m fj 

Farther Considerations. 

Banke vy Banks fe (SO lar decd ret 

Miers v Miers f ¢ ’ t fe es 
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Demurrers. 


Shardlow v Colte:ili dem to 
Stat of Claim 

Carter vRolfe demr to Stmt 
of Claim 


Andrews v Watolford demr 
Stmt of Claim 

Mackenzie v Hogg demr to 
Stmt of Claim 


Causes for trial ‘without witnesse:). 


Carpenter v Dickens act 

Jameson v Maskell act 

Great Eastern Ry Co v East 
London Ry Com f j (Jan 17) 

Ayres v Avres act 

Bowen v Hutchings, Hutch- 
ings v Bowen act 

Freeman vy Freeman m fj 

Attorney-Gen v Lower Thimes 
Valley Sewerage Board act 

Ie re Wrexbam Brewery Co 


Mining Co Imd — 
ex ioyne 

wakes 

In re Dainty’s Estate (Wy- 
man’s claim) 

In re Joha Simpsons Appli- 
cation (Trade Marks Act) 

In re Nadin’s Trade Mark 

In re Watson 

Stelfox v Peterson 


Freme vy Clement act 

In re Skipworth, decd Parkin 
vy Tumer spc 

Barton y Satton mfj 


Romney» Bewends ad sumns 
In re ] , Coed Eyden v 


Philli act 
Oliver y Btrond ad sums 


In re Myatt’s Estate Andrews 
¥ Myatt (Frank Myati’s 


In re Myatt’s Estate Andrews 
v Myatt (Charles Myatt’s 


In re Hall’e Estate Hall v 
Hall ad sumos 

Salmonv Gorman m fi 

In re Chretien Chietien v 
Chretien mf j 

In re Rodgers,decd Day v 
Collins spc 

v Cox ad sumns 

In re Anglo-American Tele- 

graph Co ad sumns 


Pittman v Harris m f j 
(short 

In re Khowles, decd Baker v 
Knowles spc 

Ia re Ringrose, decd 1’ Aason 
Wilson m fj 

Shorrock to Cansonand V & 
P Act adsumns 


In re Birch, decd Pryor v 
Ingram act&mfj 

In re Richardson, decd Rich- 
ardson v Richardson m fj 

In re Girling, decd Girling v 
South act 

In re The Colonial Trusts 
Corporation (ex pte Carbon 
Co. Debenture Holder’s 


case) 
In re British Seamless Paper 
Box Co. lmd adj sum 
Tomaljin v Yardley act 
Jowitt v Cowgill m fj 
In re Barber, ded, Bennett v 
Barber mfj short 
Miles v Miles sc 
Bateman v Snelling m fj 
Sotheran v Derring act 
— v Cooper act & mtn 


J 

In re Daniel, decd, Northamp- 
ton Union Bank v Danicl 
m fj short 

In re Cunningham, decd, Gee 
v Dickensoi ac 

In re Dix, deci, Hawkin v 
Dix sc 

Firth v Baume act 

In_ re Druce, decd, Land v 
Jones sc 


Estate te f 
Buckley y toward, act 


Lamb v Pollen act 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Mains. 
for trial 


Causes 


Brown v Bridlington Burial 
Board act, wit 

Miles v Rowland act 

In re Morewood Errington v 
Morewood {c& smns 

Merrill vy Morton fe 

Bland v Dawes special case 

mye Goodall Kench v Bond 


c 
Kaight vCasur fe 
Inre Hill Hill v Browa 


Ia re Combes Hoyland v 
Waite mfj 
Sanders vy Sanders act, wit 
Kerby y Neal act, wit 
Shroeder v Grant act, witas 
Oliver, Hawkins v 
Oliver fur conscon 


sdethe’ yi 
v Fitz Gibbon aA'oa 
witns 


v Vox far conson & 
sums 








In re Hooff, Pickens vy. 
argc fur conson 

Gregson v Jackson act witns 

sa Racpors a v 

etcher, act, wi'ns 

In re ct ngs Sa v Gard, 
actn, witas 

In re Simpson, Simpson v 
Bowes fur conson 

In re Dean, Pembleton v Dean 
act witns 

In re Lovibond, Lovibond v 
Lovibond, act, witns 

New Shariston Colliery Co 
lim, v Emmens actn witns 


In re Gladatone,decd Glad- I 


stone v Gladstone fe 
In re Jones Jones v Davies 


fc 

Westbrook v Brain act 

Ricci v Sutherland fc 

Brooka v Broske act 

Lloyd v Brady fc 

English Channel, &c Co v Rolt 
act, wits 

Killik v Turtle act, wits 

Baillie v Traherne spc 

In re Balgooly Distillery Co 
act & m fj 

In re Metzgar, Metzgar v 
Meizgar fo 

Reed v Reed act wits 

Russell v Deare act 

In re Whitwell, Taylor v 
Whitwell fc 

Elers vy Harvey act wits 

In re Morcom, Morcom v 
Francis fo 

Clubnall vy Paul & Sons act, 
wits 

Carter v James act 

Gladstone v Gladstone f c 

Bensusan v Bensusan act, wits 

Thompson v Fairweather act, 


wits 
_ Mills, Hill v Cornwall 
c ; 


Cohen v Lovering fo 

Pyatt v Stretton act 

Fleming v Hardcastle f c 

In re Seamen, Rhodes v Wish 
act, wits 

Dart v Kelson m fj 

Porter v De Gruchy act, wits 

In re Wainwright, Wain- 
wright v Liversidge fc 

In re Matthewe, ll v 
Oertoa fc 

Brewer v Yorke, Yorke v 

peon Vv ac 

Oliver v Watkins act, wits 

In re Stutters Clark v Forsey 
act 


In re Potter, Potter y Potter © 
wits 


act, 
Wells v Rayment act 
Turner v Te fo 
Bellamy v Smith act, wi's 
Debenham v Shippey act 
ae or -_ wits 

aget v Penney ac 
Jackson v Jackson act, wits 
Irish v Irish fo 
Fox v Bearblock f c & sums 


to vary 
Leeder v Brereton m fj 
Smith v Grenville act, wits 
Barker v Riddell act, & m fj 
on re Lindo, Forestier v 
Buddicom s c 
Bartley v Bartley fo 
Hampton v Hampton act 
Davis v Davis act witns 
Garrett v Howe motn for 
judgt 
Inre Green Green v Pratt 


r) 
In re Waterton Frewster v 
Waterton act wits 
In re Davis Davis v Gal- 
mye ‘mtofjdgt (short) 
sie Palmer Trott v Palmer 
c 


ers v Rogers sc 
poss Smith Smith v Smith 


fe 

Io re Richardson Turner v 
Richardson f c 

Pike v Griffith act 

Pritchard v Pritchard actn 
witns 

Smith vy Alden aw 

Evelyn v Evelyn aw 

In re Clifton Hoare v Fitton 
mfj 

In ra Pennell Jassaums v 

heeler act 

Inre Hamilton Hamilton v 
Jobson mfj (short) 

Rawlinson v aw 

In re Swift Barber v Swift - 

mfj (short) 

The Civic &c Building Society 
v Wilson act 

Hickman v Robinson act 

Kirkpatrick v Acderson act 

"4 v Flood & Co limd 


In re Sibberiog Birchall v 
Brown fc 

White v City of London 
Brewery Co act 

bs Taylor O’Beirne v Smith 


c 
O’ Beirne v Smith fc 


Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir JAmzs Bacon’ 


Causes for Trial. 
Porter v Clark demr E v Lowndes 
Rolls v Isaacs act In re Wakeling Castle v 
Suter v Collins act O'Sullivan act 


In re Evered, decd Snelling v 
Evered act, wits 

Hammersley v Staffordshire 
Potteries, &c Co act, wits 

Ormathwaite v Kington, &c., 
Ry Co act, wits 

Cox v Roberts act wits 

Yothergilly Farley act witns 

Warner v Mosses $ act 

Serffy Luff act 

oy White act & mfj 

ts 


Jones v Jones actn, witns 
Jones v Jones actn 


enwick act, wits 
ay ———. : © Pe 
vir Vv nbeimer n- 
Scéver'? Mote act, a 
Buckland vy Humphrys act, 


wits 
In re Holder Holder vy Mark- 
wick act 


Causes transferred from Master of the Rolls, pursuant to Ordor 
dated 16th Novembgr, 1480, 


In ro Tenner Mortimer v 
Drew act & m tj, wits 
Simmons v Hitchman act 


la 
Glasier v London, Brighton, & 
South C aot wits 
Inte Pagh VPagh v Boddoos 


act & m1 j, wi 


The British Mutaal, &o, Co, 
v Cobbold act & sume, wits 


Chaplin y Emory act 
Stannard. v Voolty of Bt Giles, 
Camberwoll act wits 


aginton v Yates wits 
Jontn'y Blohwaewr "it & 1a 


ai tannins basen in on ee oe 
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Mitt v Victoria Fire Office 


acte, wits 
Keate v ’ Phillips act, wits 
Elers vEady act, wits 
Outrem v Maude act, wits 
Givin v Hughes act, wits 
Scott v Ashwin acts, wits 
Jacob v Dickenson act, wits 
West v West a&m fj 
Pickard v Pickard act wits 
In re Ja Wilson v 
Donald act wit 
Newbury v Pratt act & m{j 


#,. re Gibson Leadbetter v 
Gibeon act wits 

Allen v Comedy Opera Com- 
pany act wits 

Tucker v Barker act wits 

Edison Telephone Co. v India 
rubber, &c. Co a wits 

Profeze v Profezs mfj 

Inre Whiteley, Whiteley v 
Challenger act 

Jaggard v Johnson act 

Hall v Mayor, no of Bootle 
cum Linacre 


wits In re Long, Long “e Long fc 
Earl Cathcart v = Trafford a v Burnup Rg wit 
act wit Walker c&s to 
vary Chief Clerk’s aay 
Before the Vice-Chancellor Sir Cuantes HA. 
Causes for trial (with witnesses). 
Andrew v Taylor act Howells v Armstrong act 
Roberts v K act Price v Dickson act 


Humphreys v Brown sct 

In re Lulham' Brinton v 
Lulham act 

Reade v Reade act 

Powell v Thomas act - 

Nobels Co v Krebs & Co act 

Jackson v Copp act 

Bevan v White act 

Weston v Joyner act 

Andrews v Digby Down v 
Digby Saunders v Digby 


act 
Air Gas Light Co v Muriay 


act 

Hicks v Doubleday act 
Vinall v Vinall act 
Farrer v Sidebottom act 
Aitken v Lee act 
Briggs v Eccles act 
Brasenose Colliery Oxford v 

Holden act 


M vEjkins act 

vTwining act 
i v Kilby act 
Lane v_ Chars! 


v ley act 

‘Harris vy Fleming act 

The Sheffield Banking Co v 
Black act 

The Sheffield Banking Co v 
Black act 

me Weaton, Joyner v Bartho 
ac 


Jones vy Stannard act 


: Wood v Angie American Cat- 


act 
Smith v Farndale act 
Dixon v McDonnel act 
In re Todd’s estate Toddvy 
Todd adjd sums set down 
with witns causes by order 


Curteias v Arliss act 
Stamford Bank v snaeiage 
Colliery Co a & m for j 
Wade v Lane act 
Daintby v Middleton act 
Hall v Swaine act 
Henry v Laprell act 
Jones v Williams act 
Arnold v Arnold act 
Forster v Patterson act 
Hills vCole act 
Hudson v Bridgemarsh, &c, 
Co act 
Jackeon v Haigh act 
Harding v Tuthill act 
Bakewell v Jacob act 
Day v Neale act 
Stewart v Holland aet 
Mc Gregor v Middleton 
— v Me Gregor 


Bolt v Rolt act 
Davies v Thomas act 
ve. S v Berlin Phosphate & 


Farber ‘¥ v King 1880—F— 
0,572 act 

Farber v ne 1880—F— 
0,573 act 

Denoon v Northway act 

Whitfield v Baddleston act 

bara v White a andm 


Tons v Linton act 

Bal een a v Bennet act 
Spillman v Ferrier act 
oKenzie v Yalsley act 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses). 


Attorney-Gen v Dean, &o. of 
Manchester demr of the 
defts the Dean and Canons 

Attorney-Gen v Dean, &c. of 
— demr of Ecel 


Com 
Repub of of Peruv Ros. mf 
leoree (aot before Nov 16) 
James v Capital & Counties 
Bk issue for trial 
Nude, ae » Banking Co 


ny p80 Ones roe Oneal 'D, Damon v Carroll 
The ‘Tos Co v Carter act 
Attorney-Gon v Guardians of 
Poor of Dorking act 

In bee a Pasa Gillard vy Lauren 
ee rs Thomas Bird v Thomas 
~ = weon Daweon v Daw- 
nu oy Tato Fi. tg 


Tiny Robert _ vmae v 


Ia re The Hull Botanic Gar- 
den Co, limd, to S. R. Meg- 
itt & V. & P. Act, 1874 
Neate S. R. Meggitt) ad 
sumns sct down as non 


witns act 
Same (expte pod Botanio 
Gardens Co 
In re Foster ae Powell 
In re Horner Pomfret v 


Hulton v Hulton m fj 

In re Williamson's Ratate 
Williameon v Williamaon 
© xpte pliff) adsumne eet 

own as non witne act 

Same v Same (expte deft) same 

In re Fawoett Fawoett v 
Fawoatt act &m fj 

In re Dowse §=Dowse v Glasa 


eaith Speary act 
ally ¥ Donald apo 


K 
my re cap! 4 Rotate Benecke 
Roott (Galbraith's Claim) 
‘ed sumns 


In re Weaver Tomlinson v 


Weaver mfj 
In an reg Catterall a 


on limd, & Co’s im 1862 
& 1867 ad snmns set dowa 


as non-wits act 
Wheeler v Gaspard act 


Howell v Wells mfj (short) 


Marcusson v Gall mf 

Ia re Wilson Wilson v 
don mfj (short) 
ard v Watkin act 

Seey v Timothy & Groen 
ac 


Dalrymple v Hala mfj 
Land v Jones ac’ 


heel- 


Further Considerations. 
Ia re Nash Mesh y Mack fo De Seuger vy Waller fc & 


Abney v Dolphin f 


sumns to vary 


Mater v Mater fc & sumns Wooler v- Atkineot 


1a 0 Whitty Evans v Evans 


Lord v Burgoyne fo 


fe 

In re O’Sullivan O’Sonnell 
v O’Sallivan fc (short 

In re Burton Barton v Bar- 
ton fo & sumns to vary 


Hornby v Ratcliffe f c & Davison v Priestman fc 


sumne to vary 


Before Mr. Justice Fry. 
Causes for trial. 


Mather v Mather act wits 
Johnson v Cambrian Ry Co 
act wits 


Thomas v Prosser act wits 
Heathcote v Stainer act 
Smith v Meux act wits 


Banque Franco-Egyptienne & Gilbert v Comedy Opera Co 
ors v Lutacher act, wits act wits 

byjeoe* Met Board of Works est) v Thompson act wits 
act wits 


Causes transferred from SE oak Bacon, by Order 





dated Gth August, 1880. 


Hale v Earl de la Warr act, 
wits 

Vivian v Moat, Vivian v 
Walker act, wits 

Holt v Collyer act, wits 

Lane v Evans act, wits 

Beddall v Maitland act, wits 

Danglish v Henderson act, 
wits 

In re Fowler Fowler v Odell 
act, wits 

Reeve v Freemin act &mfj 


wits 
Oriel College, Oxford v Lock 
wits 


act, 
Barber v Friend act, wits 
Cleaver v Jones act, wits 
Bennett vy Hay act, wits 
Piercy v Young act, wits 
Sheffield Permanent Building 
Society v Johnson act, wits 
Tarnour vy Tarnour act, wits 
Ibbotson v Firth act, wits 
Ia re Bridges, Mason v Bridges 
act, wits 
Glover v Giles aot, wits 
Stephenson v Scholefield act, 
wits 


Tregan v Wells aot, wits 


Wyburn v Hadea act, wits 
Nicholls v Nicholl issae of 
fact 
Aspinall vy Cox sr Mo wits 
Leamiag v Reed act 
a ny v Tidy axt 
ts 


Clark v Evans ast wits 

Heald v Midland Ry Co act 

Collinge v Rhodes act wits 

ey v Macmillan act & 

for jadg wits 

Whits v Haunt act wits 

Joy v Earnshaw act & ma fur 
judg wits 

Narse v Elliston act wits 

Phillips v a act wits 

In re Jones, Jones v Thomas 
act wits 

Fraser v Green act, wits 

Power v T act, wits 

am v act & m fj, 


Langdale’ Ranleet eee 
ee mfj 

noek eaten 

Soni v Dine ge 

Holt & Cov Collyer act 





—e 





CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY, 


LAST 


DAY OF PROOF. 


Hoppy, aa Loddon, Norfolk, Farmer, Jan 15. Huaptor ¥ 


Hoddy, V.C. Bacon, 
Horne 
Vic. ‘Han, 


Copeman, Loddon 
Cc “eg 8, Mereworth, Kent, 
Horne and Co, Lingoln’s inn 


Jan 23. Horne ¥ Horne, 


fields 
Jounson, Rauen, Tunstall, Stafford, ae. Jan 2. Hiliiteh ¥ 


Hooley, V.C. Bacon, Holli 


Rawsay, ey mass borat a ion bata, Coltiery Owner. Jan 


18. Maroh ‘ Barnard, King’s Aras yard, 
Henney 
Saroun ; are M = > Tatham, Sraple i ‘eee 
GQ, inn 
¥ Sanfore alins, Gann Dee, 20.) 
Morton ¥ 


Atcocs, Tomas Aan, ee Derby, Geat. Jan 2, 
Ai 


Dw Nn Corn 
Dees and Thompson, Neweoastle an 


Gow, M.R. Sid 

Doveras, Jour, ¢ toshoad, 
Douglas ¥ Hedley, V.C, Ball, 
Tyne 


Gaunt, Carman, Leek, Stafford, 
Hall, Bockett and Son, Lincotn’s inn 
Kxrant, Hexay, Southampton, Grocer, 


Wibdlin, V.C, Malins, Bassett, 


Merchant. Feb 1. 


Fed & Arthar ¥ Byrom, ¥.0, 


Jan S&S Parwaner + 
Southans 


EAN 
Ruenas, Tam —, oe oe Derby, Calbers Proprieter, Jan 21, 


m... p — as Steer AN, vy, York, Jani}, Saedea? 
oa RC 


V.0, Bacon, W 
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Wartyany, Wittram, Oakham villa, Ealing, Gent. Jan 18. Wart- 
naby v Wartnaby, M.R, Neate, Routhainpton st st, > Plogreabagy 8q 


Bowpry, Freperrcx, High st, Croydon, Ironmonger. Jan 
Buckland v Bowden, V.C. Bacon. King, Queen en Victoria st 
mv 


Barent, Ropert, Dalwood, Devon, Yeoman, Jan 28, 
Edwards, M.R. Canning, Chard 
Srantin, Roserr Francis Patx, Lientenant H. M.’s 10th Hussar. 
Jan 12, Startin v Startin, V.C. Bacon. Johnson, Gray’s inn 
[ Gazette, Dec. a 









SALES OF ENSUING WEEK, 

Jan. 12.—Mr. Ronert W. Mann (Messrs. TRULLO PE), at 
at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold Property (see advertisement, 
this week, p. 4). 












BIRTHS, a AND DEATHS. 
RTH, 


Hrspert.—On Dec. 26, my ye BE Bank, Grange-over- 
Sands, the wife of Percy J. Hibbert, barrister-at-law, of a 


son. 
MARRIAGES. 
Hasetroot—Cowen.—On Jan. 1, at St. Helier, Jersey, 
——s K. H.Haselfoot, of the Inner Temple, barrister-xt- 
w, to Rose ooo hanes, daughter of Surgeon-Gen. H. L. Cowen, 
HPA edical Department. 
tinue atts. —On Dec. 30, at Southport, Alfred Nelson 
Laughton, advocate, Douglas, Iele of Man, to Florence Holford 
Watts, of Netherwood, Birkdele, 
f OxeLt—Lez.—On Jan. 1, at Southgate, Middlesex, Herbert 
: Okell, solicitor, Glasgow, to Helena, daughter of John 8. 
‘ Lee, of Cannon-hill, Southgate, 








ne 


LONDON GAZETTES, 





Bankrupts. 
Fray, Dec. 31, 1880. 
Under the nee Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward an samy agli of debts to the Registrar, 


r in London, 
Clar’ meg 3, Mong 4 ~—_ Russell sq, out of business, Pet Dec 
2. 


a cee, ont st, Bermondsey, Cowkeeper. Pet Dec 24, 
Pe Jan 14 at 11.30 
: rey Columbia rd, Hackney rd, Baker. Pet Dec 24. Pepys, 
jan 
:™ Surrender in the Country, 
ptioks pon trent niger it” Builder, Pet Dec 22, Keary. 
Trent, at 
: hall, nr yemeyley, Leicester, Gent. 
a) Dee 7. 17. a Bg Ve cester, Jan 13 
Pideock, George, Bakewell, Derby, , band Pet Dec 29. 





Derby, Jan 18 at 12 30 oe 
an 
Ramwell, James, I it Merchant. Pet Dec 29, 
Holden. Bolten, Jan 12 at 11.30 
Pet Dec 28, 


thester, Jan 14 at or 
TvuEspayY, Jan. 4, 1881, 
Under the Kankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their Pang my of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Pet Dec 30, 


Bedfont terrace, Fulham, Builder, 
1 at 12,30 
| Robert Hedley, a lane, Artificial Flower Maker, Pet 
Becch Mooman J mais 21 
Green i, Bethnal Green, Stay Manufacturer. 
Pome. Jan 19 at 11 


Scriven, Benjamin, jun, Portland, Dorset, Yeoman. 
Symonds. Dorc ‘ 


ys. 


aie L 


Surrender in the Country. 
—, at Cambridge Brewer, Pet Jan1, Eaden. Cambridge, 
Hiand, Thomas, Aldborongh, York, Corn Factor, Pet Dee 29, Rollit. 


a Hull, = 21 at 3 
minonan-xpee end W William By ans, Manchester, Builders, Pet Dec 23. 
Lister. Hianchowter, Jan bs at rat 12 
William Thomas, Bo lton, Lancaster, Accountant, Pet Dec 


Bal, William Fan my _ sions 
" pen hend, Shahin, Grocer. Pet Deo 31, 
Williams, Birkenhead, Jan 14 at 
-—_ Loy on. Viemae, § Major in her Majesty’s Service, 
Cooper. Liverpool, Jan 19 at 12 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


uIDAY, Dec. 31, 1890, 
Haslewood, Jane, Norfolk sq, Hyde pk. ee 28 
VESDAY, Jan. 4, 188 


Baveas, Patil A -cptcti Little Chapel * Westminster, Hotel 


liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST unerisgh OF Cie CREDITORS, 
Andrew Pentehoun, Macks Beant Stone Merchants Jan 14 at 9,90 
at offices of Dr and a Penistone , 












Perpeth Barnett Barbican, Furrier. Jan 3 at Guildhall Co 
Sinmeig 1 st. ae and Wootton, st hill 
x, Butcher, Jan 4 at 10 at offices of 


Bourne’ Pew, B 
gue, Fe Bins 


B 2 ngs Modo i 
po o0 st ens ot 








8q sailings, Chiswell st 
ag vps 


Tasngwartiy, Bank cha chambers, Corn st, Bristol 
ones Bridge st, Wi ster, 


Jan 18 at 2 at Cannon st otel, Cannon st, 
and Co, Walbrook 


Chidley, “aiieed, Strood, Kent, of no occupation. Jan 17 at 3 at 
oon tie Citar ins hester, Shakespear, South. 


Kingolend 3, Boot Manufacturer, 
rocer. Tan 14 at 12 at offices of Acton, 


"tp toetapen-tn Beerhouse Keeper.’ Jan 17 
and Co. St John’s rs chaaben, Grainger 


st Weet, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Csomor, Michael, Goldsmith st, Wholesale Furrier, Jan 12 at 3 at 
- = House, Gresham st, Rooks and Co, King st, 
ea 


ampton 
Clark, Frederic 

Jan 14 at 3 at ¢ Senicos of ies ot Wad, Walbro 
Clarke, James, 













































































Diniteldy Smee, Leeds, Tailors 
of Pullan, Albion st. Leeds 
mon, ¢, William Percival, Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer, Jan 26 at 
11 at offices of Dodds and Co, Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tees 
Ephraim, Levi, and Louis Cohen, Commercial st, (oer peeps 
ture Frame Manufacturers Jan 14 at 2 at offices of Goldberg and 
Langdon, West st, Finsbury circus 
Evanson, Robert "Valentine Blake, Wakefield, York, Curate, 
- l4at 3 at offices of Lodge, ‘Townhall chmbrs, King ‘st, Wake- 
el 
Feather, Alfred, yee York, Earthenware Dealer. Jan 13 at 
10 15at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsb 
Fielding, George, Longwood, York, out of business. Jan 22 at 2 at 
offices of Freeman, arket™ walk, Huddersfield 
Foster, John, Normanton, York Builder, Jan 14at2 at offices of 
Cousins, Bank chmbrs, Park row, 
~~ Nee Bridge terrace Kilburn, out of business. Jan 10 
t 1 at Ridler’s Hotel, Holborn. Goatly, Westminster Bridge 
si 
Grimes, Henry, Bristol, Capit Dealer, Jan 8 at 12 at offices of 
Hee Nicholas st, Bristo 
James Charles, Belford, Lancaster, Boot Dealer. Jan 18 at 
ae at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, 
Haley, John, Dews , York, Waste Merchant. Jan 14 at 3 at 
offices of Shaw, Bond s . Dewsbury 
Harris, Bernhardt, Nottingham, Drapery Shopkeeper. Jan 11 at 11 
at offices of Webster, Brougham tnnbes, Wheslergate, Notting- 
Hodge, Alfred, Redcar, York, Sesewe. Jan 11 at 11 at offices of 
ie Zetland rd, Middleshorough 
odgkinson, Hi ferrenacnsly printed Hopkinson in Gazette of 
24th inst), Sheffield 7 at 8 at offices of Binney and 
Queen st chmbrs, Biiethel 
er ——. LS wt Hull, Photographic Artist, Jan 8 at 
st, Kingston-upon-Hull 
say Henry, ag tonstone, Essex, Builder, Jan 14 at 2 at offices of 
ince ww, Cannon st 
Jones, Wi hae bas oh Laneaster, Baker. Jan 13 at3 at offices of 
Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 
Key, 3 John Winfred, Warwick rd, Kensington, Coal Merchant. Jan 
at 3 at offices of Christmas, Walbrook 
ca Jeremiah, Manchester, Brace Manufacturer. Jan 13 at3 at the 
Falstaff Hotel, Market pl, Manchester. Tremewen, Manchester 
aot William, Revmeur st, EB 8q, ft » Jan 
Sat 3 at 6, Wilton pl, Sarum hill, pee 
Marsh, Ji ohn, Leigh, Lancaster, *Coat rchant, Jan 19 at 11 at 
offices o ves, Dickinson st, Manchester 
Moore, Phillip rary, oe neers, Kent, Farmer, Jan 20 at 3 atoffices 
of Hallett and Co, Ashf 


Morris, Robert, Do aly Merioneth, Grocer, Jan 14 at 2 at the 
Wynstay Arms H uabon. Davies Doles lly 
Meanheyy Clement’s lane, Wood Broker, Jan 18 at 3 
at offices of _—— Philpot lane 
mete Charles, Bournemouth, Southampton, Printer, Jan 13 at4 
a of Wheatley and Taylor, Observer chambers, 
Hh 


Pickett, Arthur, Henley-upon- ane Coal Merchant, Jan14 at ll 
at Broad Face Hotel, 


1, Peekham a Maker, Jan 7 at 
8 at offices of Par , Pomalls pl, Pe alington. ” 


Plummer, Edward, Sprin l, Wontewerte “’ Cab Proprietor. 
Jan 17 at 1 at offices of Moss, Gracechuroh ab 

Porrett, Samuel, Wood Norton, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 15 at 11 at 
offices of Winter and ier Bs Giles st, Norwich 


Porter, James Oharles, B: Lonee nufacturer, Jan 14 a6 
ll thr Hancock, road st, Bristol 

Repenesen Lower Brou thton, near Manchester, Grocer. 

Jan mn igatd ata ices of Lawson, at, Manch 

Ridge, radford, near Manchester, Mill Jan 21 at 
Sater of sand ge, Hot anche 

Ri aby, Charles, Bouthiport, Tan: Jan 13 at 3 at 
offices of Barstow-Jackson, Nevill at at, Southport 


Repianas, Henry Blund: Wike farm A¥h, 8 Burrey, Farmer. Jan 19 
at 12 at offices of ‘Thompson and Sons, Grantham 

Rogers, Alfred, Manchester, Produce Ag Agent. Jan 14ab8 ab offices 

Cobbett and Co, Brown st, M 

ord, York, tanner, ‘dan l4at 4 at offices of 

monate or, Grocer, Jan 20 at Sab offices 


ter, Hat Trimming Merchant, Jan 14 
ps, Marsden st, Manchester 


fi 


Commission Agent. Jan ij 
Builder’ Jan’l? etd at offices of Baker and | 
urant 


Dowage, J John, Hampton, Chester, Provision er. Jan 4 
at 12,45 at the Lamb Howl. Nantwich. Churton. Chester 
imming Merchant. Jan 13 at 3 at 
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ght, Belvoir st, Leicester 
Florist. Jan 14 at 11 at offices of 


Loye-lane, Tie. Manufacturer. 
y, St Clemenit’s House, Clement’s 


ata a —_ Keeper. Jan 14 


Deol Oresee Jan 14 ab 2 at offices of 


et, s-cottages, Rotherithe, Ship Smith, 
erithe, 
Arms Tavern, Ambrose st, Southwark 


i rd. , Streatham 
Ward, pent Thirsk, York, Auctioneer, Jan 14 at 1.30 at Queen 
West, Thirsk 


ge Robert Cunningham, Bedford terrace, Castle-hill, ee 
tone Merchant. Jan 10 at 12 at offices of Hardcastle, Fins bury- 


Wesco, Ge, Jan 17 at 12 at 


Tvzspay, Jan. 4, 1881. 
Ambrose, William Richard, Walworth rd, Provision Merchant, Jan 
19 at 2. ofioes of Armatrong, Chancery | jane 
Mb gt 9 hill, Lath Render. Jan 17 
“at 1 8h at of Bir 
Samuel, Den’ 


Coal and Provision Merchant. Jan 17 at 
’ 2 at Hawk and Buck fnn, Denbigh. Jones and Son, Denbigh 
Baird, Charles Bradford, Chatham, Bootmaker. Jan 24 at 3 at 

eine 8 igs, Chancery High st, pochonten: Shakespear, Southamp- 


ry lare 
Bane, Th ome, mp Leicester, Farmer, Jan 21 at 11 at 
ices of Taovonds Will a zt, Leiceste 
iam Barnes, and William Barnes, Walkden, 
near Worsley," , Cotton Manufacturers. Jan 21 at 3 at 
offices of a Mount 
, Alfred, Newark-on-Trent, Nottingham, Wine Merchant. 
Jan 18 at 12 at Clinton Arms Hotel, Newark-on-Trent, Bescoby, 


Nathaniel, Tadmarton, Oxford, Malster. Jan 14 at 3 at 
offices of and Hawtin, Banbur 
vat Wilk Pad wi York, General iis Jan 17 at 3 at offices 


ag Pema ge st Grocer. Jan 15 at 10 at offices of Wright, 
Bolton, ge ohn Upper Gordon rd, Enfield, out of business. Jan 17 
at offices of of Dear, @ Gresham st 


at 4 at 
yes, William, Coach Spring Manufacturer. Jan 15 
at 16.30 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Brierle Fe al Rochdale, Lancashire, Cotton Jago Jan 20 at 
Ahh at lu, Chares, Scarborough, Hotel, a Bt, arch, Rochdale 
sen ney eS ork, 5 on alg Jan 19 at 3 at 
——— 


bag = tationer. Jan 14 at 11 
aie eae pl, Bie Auckland 


lliter sq, — Jan 25 


at ry op om 

Cawkwell mot B nari, ag: Toomer to 18 at 12 at the 
Downe Armas, Sinai ‘ander and Son, Wakefield 

gr tiles a Behav ance ined oo keeper. Jan 17 at 3 at 


nd si 
Ces fobn rn Dealer, Jan 21 at 3 at 
Waite Lion jon Hot, High st, ean Pellatt, Banbury 
Now Thomas, Hinckle; fanufacturer. Jan 15 at 
Davie vise wa Wot ree gat gate, Laienter 18 at 12 at 
ies, m Henry, Wolver! m, Hosier, Jan a 
offices of Darlington st, Wolverhampton 
i iture cate Peale Jan 18 at 12 ¢ at the Guildhall 


Dover 

Davey, Deyon, Coal Merchant. Jan 18 at 3 at 
offices of my by. % net, Bide Bideford 

r, Licensed Victualler. Jan 8 at 3 
oe Dudes, bag hee Dudley 

aaiane ni ghisbridge, Poulterer. "ian Shab Sat 


n, Frederick, 1 ot Saepaat cater Jan 17 at2 
at the Law Institution, Chancery lane, Mackeson and Co, Lin- 


coln’s inn fields 
Bdwards, John, Court House, Upham: Docklow, Hereford, 


er al Jan 21 at 10,30 at the Oak Hotel, Leominster. Corner, 
Elliott, Joseph, Middlesboro Beerhouse keeper. Jan 17 
ab-11,30 at offices of W. ken Zetland rd, Middlesborongh : 
Finch, 7 Saree Veotine Boot Dealer, Jan 17 at 11 at offices of 
Boot Merchant, Jan 17 at 3 at offices 

of Wei Belvoir st, Leicester 
iam, ke cary , Lincoln, Boot Maker. Jan 13 at 11 at offices 


Commercial rd East, Cheesemonger. Jan 24 at3 
Bhearer, Basinghall st. Prockter and Andrews, 


a Hasan, De wlish, Devon, Grocer. Jan 15 at 10 at 

Office pl, Bedford circus, Exeter. Hart- 

» Patrick J Liv Cooper. Jan 20 at 1 at offices of 
Es eh 


alter, Colchester, Essex, Innkeeper. Jan 17 at 12 at offices 
Head st, Qolehy 

































oat 
of Prior, 





Deed Exaseatioes Stress 
Hotel, seat at, Olden, Blackburne and 





and Shoe Manufacturer.. Jan 21 at } 


Harden, Charles Wood, Hol 
at the Bull Inn, Gabriel’s h 
Haro eerti’ George Henry, Klagston-on Thames, Win Wine 
lsh af:12 at offices of Sherrard, Aincolnis inp Sere 
q Hever, , Henry, St Peter- -Mountergate, N 
Jan 12 at 12 at offices of Bains and Daynes ers i Norwich 
Hex, John Tho Tachbrook 8 Pimlico, Builder's © oaeit ‘an 21 
at 8 at offices of Seale and Smith, Lincoln's inn fie 
Higham, John Ayers, Towcester, Northampton, C rot Merchant, 
Jan 19 at 3 at offices of Greville, Towcester 
Hill, William, Congleton, Chester, Sanitary Surveyor. Jan 15 at 11 
at ‘offices of m, Moody sé, Congleton 
Hodges, Gilbert, Bridgend, Glantourin, Draper. Jan 18 at 12 at the 
poh = a Merchants’ Association, Broad st, Bristol, Ran- 


Hodgson, illiam, Weaverthorpe, York, Butcher. Jan 17 at3 at the 
1 Hotel, Scarborough. Crowther, Scarboro 
odgson, Levi, Grassmere, estmoreland » Farmer. Jan 19jat 12 at 

- of Gatey, Ar Ambleside 

Holt, Richard, Bradford, York, Merchant, Jan 17 at 11 a¢ offices of 
Rhodes, New Ivegate, Bradford 

Jary, Robert , Leicester, Auctioneer. oe 25 at 12 at White 
Hart Hotel, Newmarket. Wri ht, Leiceste: 

Jex, Henry, "Aldeby. Norfolk, Farmer. es 19 at 11 at offices of 
Worship and Rising, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Jones, David Kent, Fochriw, Glamorgan, Surgeon. Jan 18 at lat 
offices of Simons and Plews, Chure st, Mert! ‘afl 

Jones, John, Liandefeilog, Carmarthen, Jan 14 at 10.6 
at offices of Morris, Red st, nearer el 

Knaggs, Frederic, Shanklin, Isle of Wigh' wipe ee Jan 25 
at 3 at offices of Durant, Guildhall pic Gresham 

Lawrence, Nathan, Cardiff, Auctioneer. Jan 19 at 11 ~y offices of 
Jones, Philharmonic chmbrs, Cardiff 

Lawton, Hannah, Wakefield, York, Milliner. Jan 14 at 11 at offices 
of Fernandes, Cross sq, Wakefield 

—s Robert, Wolstanton, Stafford, Beerseller. Janl4at ll at offices 

A'cock, Newcastle st, Burslem 

Lynch, Patrick, Queen’s road, Peckham, Provision Merchant, 
ee - at 12 at offices of Farlow and Jackson, 8t Benet pl, Grace- 
church st 

McArthur, Charles, Llandilo, Carmarthen, Nurseryman, Jan 17 at 
11 at offices of Lewis, Rhosmaen st, Liandilo 

Marsh, Joseph Caaplin, Birmingham, Outdoor Beerhouse Keeper, 
—_ 17 at 230 at offices of Burton, Union passage, Birming- 


rehant. 


Martin. Thomas, Beckenham, Kent, Stone Mason. Jan 13 at 2 at 
offices of Ikin, Linc oln’s- inn-fields 

Meadows, William, Albany street, Regent’s . Ham and Beef 
Dealer. Jan 12 at 3 at offices of Brett, ao 


Montague, Henry St. John, Willington, Grocer. Jan 24 at 
11,30 at offices of Salkeld, "Elvet Bridge, Durham 

Moor, George, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Builder. Jan 17 at 12 
at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, the Worcester 

say John, ectne Hotel 8 Cardigan, Boo! . Jan 15 at 
at RA at the George otel, Shrewsbury. Hughes and Sons, Aber- 


Ol beds faery ‘Robert, Beighion, out of business. Jan 15 at 1 at offices 
of Mills, ewrd, Brighto: 

Pantin, Charles, Wrexham, ‘Denby, out of business. Jan 29 at 12 at 
offices of Jones, Henblas ’st, Wrexham 

Perkes, Joseph, Middlesborough. Grocer, Jan 14 at 13 at offices of 
King, Wilson st West, Middiles' ig = 

Pitts, William, , Worcester, Needle Sapa Jan 19 at 11 
at Offices of Williams, Prospect hill, Reddite 

Porter, William Francis, Gamlingay, canbe 
at 11 at the debtor’s residence, 

Readman, George, Castleton, York, inner. 
at the White Hart Hotel, Kirby Moorside, Pearson, 

Redfern, Joseph, Hyde, Chester, Cab Proprietor. be 2 at 3 at 
— of Brooks and Co, Townhall ehambers, Ashton-under- 


Lyn 
Reed, yer Dutton, Chester, Farmer. Jan 19 at 11 at offices of 
Fletcher, Winnin; » Northwich 
Richards, Hen: ordsley, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Jan 20 
ene at ces of Homfray and "Holberton, High st, Brierley 
1 
Rickell, John, Helmsley, York, br tank s Assistant. Jan 18 at 12 at 
offices of Man and Son, New st, York 
Rust, Chamberlain, Barnsbury rd, Barns , Draper. Jan 17 at 3a 
offices of Lewis, W: ilmington 8 Clerkenwell 
Reaford, Carrier. 


Grocer. Jan 23 
ranfield, St Ives 
~~ 19 at 2 


Saunders, Edward, Woburn Jan 17 at 3 
at the Inns of Coutt Hotel, Holborn. “Tepbe, 
Savory, Edward, Prestbury, G . Jan 17 


loucester, 
at 10 at the offices of Smith, Corn x Rashang, Chel 
Scriven, William, Bridgn orth, Salo ist. Jan 13 at 3,30 at 
offices of Miller and Co. Church st Kidderminster 
Sedgmond, Elizabeth, Falmouth, Legh rere Grocer. Jan 1s at Sat 
offices of Tilly and ‘Co, Church st, Fal mouth 
Seed, Jonas Wood, Hartshead-oum -Clifton, York, Farmer. Jan 18 
at 3 at the Creditors’ Association, Crown st, H Halifax 
Shonfeld Robert William, Walw rd, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 
21 at 3 at offices of Harte, Moorgate st 
Skeunpeen, ae a » Tempeford, Bedford, Farmer. Jan 18 at 3 at 
offices 0 
Slade Broderick is en, Ei Harrow rj, Grocer. Jan 11 at 4 at 263, 
High H Best, Essex st, Strand 
Sm , Nathaniel » gen Grover. Jan liatll at offices of 
Burton, U nion irmingham 
Smith, William, dveryool, Ironfounder. Jan 17 at ll at offices of 


Killey, Lord st, Li 
Snowdon, John William, 2 tiartle L, Deemer. Jan 19 at 3 at offices 
anufacturer of Infants” 


poo 
of Bell and Son, Church st, West Hartle; 
Solomon, Panny, Finsbury pavement, 
Hoods Jan I? at 2 at offices of Goldberg and Langdon, West at, 
Finsbury circus 


Spaul, Alexander, hasome To rd, am gee Junction, Watch Maker, 
el 9 Secley, High Holborn 





ee Jan 19 at 3 at offices of Hincks, 
qoepye en 





| SBoes of You, Berk 


19 at 2 at offices 
6 ee eee Jan 12 at ll at 
at, Gloucester 


‘bourne, Kent, Farmer. Jan 19 at 12- 
Maidstona. E 
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Tomlin, Arthur John, Salem rd, Bayswater, Coach Builder. Jan 24 


Sa ee ee grove. Tilsley, Abchureh | 


Wi ames, Kingston- -Hull, Timber Merchant. Jan 17 at 12 
Fine Hotel, Paragon a ong st, Kingston-on-Hull, Walker and 


Warwick, 3 Joseph, Gray’s inn rd Pianoforte Manufacturer. Jan 13 
at 12 at offices of Matthews and Wells, John zt, Bedford row 
bay me ong ne egy ‘Grocer. Jan 27 at 12 at 
the Fleece Inn, Head st, Colchester. Pollard, Ipswich 
bg > Edward, Weston- Fogg ra -Mare, Builder. Jan 27 at ll 
at offices of Jones, Magdala dings, Weston-super-Mare 
John, Fr Durham, Grocer. Jan 14 at 3 at offices of 
N South Shields 
Wright, sobm fee. jun, Metal Bridge, near Ferryhill, Durham, Grocer. 
Jan 18 at 3 at offices of Wilkes, Northgate, Darlington 





RokoucH oF SALFORD 






OFFICE OF ‘TOWN OLERK. Be: 
The Council of the Borough of Salford are : 
Applications for the Office of Town Olerk and a 8a 







salary will be £1,000 per annum. : 
appointed will be 4 
service of the C 
ay. lp. App 
the Mayor 

pas pa not Fe than Thursday, the 

and general terms of Accor can be obtained from tha Tome: 
Cler! (By order) 


CHRIS. MOORHOUSE, Town Clerk, 
Town Hall, Salford, January 5, 1881. 

















SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Guarantesd Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 
The Faculty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
pao og fer Breakfast, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 


Highly commended by the entire Medica )Preas. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
mpage better Spalteiemaion, _ is four times the strength of cocoas 
ee. .wEAKgxep with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER 
t such 

Made instantancously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTma & La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
pL Chcoolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pro- 
tn tin packets at Is, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d., &c., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 

H. SCHWEITZER & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W,C. 


MR. G. H. J 0 N ES, 
SURGEON DENT 
57, 7, GREAT RUSSELL STREET, LONDON 
the B M 

s, by his Prise Medal ‘reeth rain of Dentistry, the Great 
(London, Paris, New York, Berlin, 

view, &ec.). 8. G. Esq., Surgeon-Dentist to the Queen, 
says :—“I am gied y you have obtained her Majesty’s Royal Letters 
Patent to it I consider the perfection of painless den- 
tistry.” “ag hes late of the Royal Polytechnic Insti- 





tution, a :—“T have examined and tested your patented painless 
system ; it is quite perfect, and is the most successful 
application of laws for securing actual wear and comfort 
pee ee ‘ free daily, and terms to suit every- 


Cpnautiation 
—s “Painless Dentistry,” 116th Edition, gratis and 





EDE AND 50N 


ROBE BER MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
Ze Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e. 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION ROBES peek ng CLERGY GOWNS, BC 

ESTABLISHED 1669. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
NOW READY, 


THIRTY -SEVENTH — OF PUBLICATION. 


SOLICITORS’ DIARY, 


ALMANAC, & LEGAL DIRECTORY 
FOR 1881. 
Zorrep wx CHARLYS FORD, ¥sq., F.R.8.1.,. c8.C. 
“ The cheapest and most useful companion for a Lawyer's desk,” 
PRICES: In Cloth, three days to a page, 2s. 4. ; 

Halt Calf, t4., G., and ts. 64., according to Diary space. 
WatERtiLow AND Sons 
6 & H, LONDON WALL, & 0, PARIAAMENT 8T,, LONDON, 

And may be obtained of all Bogkasilors, 


Ly; _—Conveysneing ot or General C Olerkship Wanted 
atdhictor | 
cienes diet Wee hogy Ft, Gomer-aireet ee 


ear by a Gentleroan (M 
and % Ww be whraitted 











M.A. Oxford) 9 who 
jcitor this month, » 


Ph nl Mia Boke Metral, 





Gears” “MORELLA’ CHERRY ~ BRANDY. 





i gn .—Wanted, a Solicitor to ans as Managi 
Clerk to a firm of Solicitors at Madras. he oxporiencel 
in Conveyancing, and acquainted with Com: mth vere —Address, 
with full particulars, to M. B., care of Messrs, Moulton, 37, Chan. 
cery-lane, W.C. ‘ 


T°. COUNTRY BOLIOL Toe: —A Solicitor prac. 
tising in the City, sesiees an Engagement Clerk for con. 
Town Business. (m or according to 


oderate) fixed, 
ne.— Letters to W., es Solicitors’ Journal,” 62, Carey-street, 


PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, FINAL (Pass and Honours), 
LAW EXAMINATION, 


R. ALBERT GIBSON’S Classes and Postal 
ion for these Examinations continue Residentig 
the year, — during one month in summer. Two Residen’ 
— receiv Terms on ——— - to 35, ayy gS 
ings, Chancery-lane, or to St. Mary Cray, Chislehurst, 
(N.B.—At the Michaelmas Examination, 1880, out fA 2% oe ete 
sent up for the Final 22 passed, out of 17 sent bag 
mediate 16 pono and * “el es sent up for ti Breliminary 
passed. A one os out o, ht Examinations Mi Mr. Gibson 
pupils have hicore, 
Second, Third, anourth, and Fifth Prizemen, Bovidee 
tifleates of Merit, Second and Third Class Honours. last. 
‘une FOUR and in last November three pupils secured Honours.} 














ducti 
work 
W.C. 

































LONDON OAserre ( miliabed 8 ee tye Pa and 


No. 7 CHANCERY RTANE, FI FLEET STREET. 


hi ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention - of the Legal Profession to the advantages 






of his long experience of upwards of thirty ears, in the l inser. 
tion of all forma notices, &c., and hi aitoy wt solicits ee ae 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement. on! required, and the 
strictest care ptitude assured. Offi stamped forms for 








advertisement pand file of “ London Gazette” kept. pee appointment, 


EADING SCHOOL.—A Pablic School on the 
SEPARATE HOUSE SYSTEM. Number of Boarders 
rapidly increasing. The next Term begins Jan. 19, 1881. Inclusive 
— 64 to 75 guineas.—For fullest particulars apply to the Hzap 
ASTER. 


(PAN T’S MORELLA CHERRY BRANDY, 
Have you ever tasted it ? 
The most delicious liqueur in rye world, 
Nice with hot water, or at 
MORELLA OHERRY ~ BRANDY. 
Obtained at all Refreshment Bars, 
All Restaurants, Inns, and Hotels, 
And of all Wine Merchants, 
OKE A UHBRRY BRANDY. 
The most te a of all stimulants, 
A valuable to’ 
See Medical Tentmoniols, 





























(5% Ts 


(;™ 






Is Ng in place of Wine. 
Sportsman’s and Traveller’s Companion. ~ , 
oo inthe Army and Navy, 
ait porns CHERRY BRANDY, 
Sepeied 2 fed to the Queen at " the Palaces. 


G (ARANTS MOREL 
overnor-General of Canada, 
to the Aristocracy, and genoral public, 


(jp HoMas “GRANT, The Distillery, Maidstone. 













THRGO0D & O0., Estate and Lend Agents 
Lonsdale Oham bers, 


and Auctionoers, 
lane, W.C. On hold PERIODICAL SALES ot bts og , at the ne MAT he 
Second in each 


Tuesday month. Railway, pene pe 
Board of Works, and other Comp fiona conduoted, wit ei ts or 
ates mi 
A ~~ of cherane upon appiteation. 


ESSRS, DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 
TAST of BSTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or brad 














on, Hunting 








“ Rent Caargee, House ‘od 

on first day month, 

at their offices, 80, BC 

two o insee 

later thaw four previous to the ond 





